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INTRODUCTION 
The California Legislature created the South Coast Air Quality Management District (South Coast 
AQMD) in 19771 as the agency responsible for developing and enforcing emission control rules 
and regulations in the South Coast Air Basin (Basin) and portions of the Salton Sea Air Basin and 
Mojave Desert Air Basin. By statute, South Coast AQMD is required to adopt an air quality 
management plan (AQMP) demonstrating compliance with all federal and state ambient air quality 
standards for the areas under South Coast AQMD’s jurisdiction2. Furthermore, South Coast 
AQMD must adopt rules and regulations that carry out the AQMP3. The AQMP is a regional 
blueprint for how South Coast AQMD will achieve air quality standards and healthful air and the 
2016 AQMP4 contains multiple goals promoting reductions of criteria air pollutants, greenhouse 
gases, and toxics. In particular, the 2016 AQMP includes control measure TXM-06:  Control of 
Toxic Emissions from Metal Melting Facilities, which seeks to further reduce arsenic, cadmium, 
nickel, other toxic metals, and particulates from foundry operations.  

Emissions of arsenic, cadmium, and nickel are currently regulated by South Coast AQMD Rule 
1407 – Control of Emissions of Arsenic, Cadmium, and Nickel from Non-Ferrous Metal Melting 
Operations, which was adopted in July 1994. Since its adoption, South Coast AQMD staff was 
tasked with exploring reducing emissions from ferrous metal melting facilities and to further 
reduce arsenic, cadmium, and nickel from non-ferrous metal melting operations. South Coast 
AQMD staff discovered that a majority of facilities process very large quantities of metals 
containing arsenic, cadmium, and/or nickel but are currently exempt from most of the requirements 
in Rule 1407 under the “metal or alloy purity” exemption. In addition, Rule 1407 also exempts 
“clean aluminum scrap” without limiting the content of arsenic, cadmium, or nickel contained in 
the scrap. Because these overly broad exemptions have had the inadvertent effect of allowing 
facilities to have emissions that pose a risk to the surrounding community, South Coast AQMD 
staff is proposing amendments to Rule 1407 that would impose stricter criteria for a facility to 
qualify for an exemption. 

Also, since the type of toxic air contaminants emitted from non-ferrous and ferrous metal melting 
operations are different and approaches to controlling these varying toxic air contaminant 
emissions would also differ depending on the potency of the toxic air contaminant, South Coast 
AQMD staff decided to pivot from combining requirements for ferrous and non-ferrous metal 
melting operations into one rule (e.g., Rule 1407). In particular, because certain ferrous alloys do 
not contain chromium and some non-ferrous alloys contain chromium, South Coast AQMD staff 
decided to address non-chromium melting operations by amending Rule 1407 and revising the 
rule’s title to “Control of Emissions of Arsenic, Cadmium, and Nickel from Non-Chromium Metal 
Melting Operations” accordingly. Chromium melting operations will be addressed by a separate 
rule development effort under Proposed Rule 1407.1 - Emissions of Toxic Air Contaminants from 
Chromium Alloy Melting Operations. 

Proposed Amended Rule 1407 – Control of Emissions of Arsenic, Cadmium, and Nickel from 
Non-Chromium Metal Melting Operations (PAR 1407) proposes to establish additional emission 
control requirements to reduce arsenic, cadmium, and nickel emissions from metal melting 

1 The Lewis-Presley Air Quality Management Act, 1976 Cal. Stats., ch. 324 (codified at Health and Safety Code Section 40400-
40540). 

2 Health and Safety Code Section 40460(a). 
3 Health and Safety Code Section 40440(a). 
4 South Coast AQMD, 2016 Air Quality Management Plan. http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/clean-air-plans/air-

quality-management-plans/2016-air-quality-management-plan/final-2016-aqmp/final2016aqmp.pdf  
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operations. PAR 1407 applies to facilities that are melting metals that contain no more than 0.5 
percent chromium content, including, but not limited to aluminum, brass, bronze, carbon steel, and 
zinc. Potential metal melting operations include smelting, tinning, galvanizing, and other 
miscellaneous processes where metals are processed in molten form, since these operations have 
the potential to emit such metal emissions in the form of toxic air contaminants and particulate 
matter. PAR 1407 also establishes new requirements for conducting housekeeping, building 
enclosures, keeping records, conducting source tests, monitoring emission control devices, 
qualifying for an exemption, and demonstrating capture efficiency for emission collection systems.  

 
CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT 
The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), California Public Resources Code Section 
21000 et seq., requires environmental impacts of proposed projects to be evaluated and feasible 
methods to reduce, avoid or eliminate significant adverse impacts of these projects to be identified 
and implemented. The lead agency is the “public agency that has the principal responsibility for 
carrying out or approving a project that may have a significant effect upon the environment.” 
[Public Resources Code Section 21067]. Since PAR 1407 is a South Coast AQMD-proposed 
amended rule, the South Coast AQMD has the primary responsibility for supervising or approving 
the entire project as a whole and is the most appropriate public agency to act as lead agency. 
[CEQA Guidelines5 Section 15051(b)]. 

CEQA requires that all potential adverse environmental impacts of proposed projects be evaluated 
and that methods to reduce or avoid identified significant adverse environmental impacts of these 
projects be implemented if feasible. The purpose of the CEQA process is to inform the lead agency, 
responsible agencies, decision makers and the general public of potential adverse environmental 
impacts that could result from implementing PAR 1407 (the proposed project) and to identify 
feasible mitigation measures or alternatives, when an impact is significant. 

Public Resources Code Section 21080.5 allows public agencies with regulatory programs to 
prepare a plan or other written documents in lieu of an environmental impact report once the 
Secretary of the Resources Agency has certified the regulatory program. The South Coast 
AQMD’s regulatory program was certified by the Secretary of Resources Agency on March 1, 
1989 per CEQA Guidelines Section 15251(l), and has been adopted as South Coast AQMD Rule 
110 – Rule Adoption Procedures to Assure Protection and Enhancement of the Environment. 

PAR 1407 will further reduce arsenic, cadmium, and nickel emissions from metal melting 
facilities. Because PAR 1407 requires discretionary approval by a public agency, it is a “project” 
as defined by CEQA6. The proposed project will further reduce public health impacts by reducing 
exposure to arsenic, cadmium, and nickel, and will provide an overall environmental benefit to air 
quality. However, South Coast AQMD’s review of the proposed project also shows activities that 
facility operators may undertake to comply with PAR 1407 may also create secondary adverse 
environmental impacts that would not result in significant impacts for any environmental topic 
area. Thus, the type of CEQA document appropriate for the proposed project is an Environmental 
Assessment (EA). The EA is a substitute CEQA document, prepared in lieu of a Negative 
Declaration with no significant impacts (CEQA Guidelines Section 15252), pursuant to the South 
Coast AQMD’s Certified Regulatory Program. [Public Resources Code Section 21080.5; CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15251(l); and South Coast AQMD Rule 110]. The EA is also a public 

5 The CEQA Guidelines are codified at Title 14 California Code of Regulations Section 15000 et seq. 
6 CEQA Guidelines Section 15378 
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disclosure document intended to:  1) provide the lead agency, responsible agencies, decision 
makers and the general public with information on the environmental impacts of the proposed 
project; and, 2) be used as a tool by decision makers to facilitate decision making on the proposed 
project. 

Thus, the South Coast AQMD, as lead agency for the proposed project, prepared a Draft EA 
pursuant to its Certified Regulatory Program. The Draft EA includes a project description in 
Chapter 1 and an Environmental Checklist in Chapter 2. The Environmental Checklist provides a 
standard tool to identify and evaluate a project’s adverse environmental impacts and the analysis 
concluded that no significant adverse impacts would be expected to occur if PAR 1407 is 
implemented. Because PAR 1407 will have no statewide, regional or areawide significance, no 
CEQA scoping meeting is required to be held for the proposed project pursuant to Public 
Resources Code Section 21083.9(a)(2). Further, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15252, 
since no significant adverse impacts were identified, no alternatives or mitigation measures are 
required.  

The Draft EA is being released for a 32-day public review and comment period from June 28, 2019 
to July 30, 2019. All comments received during the public comment period on the analysis 
presented in the Draft EA will be responded to and included in an appendix to the Final EA.  

Prior to making a decision on the adoption of PAR 1407, the South Coast AQMD Governing Board 
must review and certify the Final EA as providing adequate information on the potential adverse 
environmental impacts that may occur as a result of adopting PAR 1407. 

PROJECT LOCATION 
PAR 1407 applies to any owner or operator of non-chromium metal melting operations, including, 
but not limited to, smelters, foundries, die-casters, coasting processes, and other miscellaneous 
processes such as dip soldering, brazing and aluminum powder production. The South Coast 
AQMD has jurisdiction over an area of approximately 10,743 square miles, consisting of the four-
county South Coast Air Basin (Basin) (Orange County and the non-desert portions of Los Angeles, 
Riverside and San Bernardino counties), and the Riverside County portions of the Salton Sea Air 
Basin (SSAB) and Mojave Desert Air Basin (MDAB). The Basin, which is a subarea of South 
Coast AQMD’s jurisdiction, is bounded by the Pacific Ocean to the west and the San Gabriel, San 
Bernardino, and San Jacinto mountains to the north and east. It includes all of Orange County and 
the non-desert portions of Los Angeles, Riverside, and San Bernardino counties. The Riverside 
County portion of the SSAB is bounded by the San Jacinto Mountains in the west and spans 
eastward up to the Palo Verde Valley. A federal non-attainment area (known as the Coachella 
Valley Planning Area) is a subregion of Riverside County and the SSAB that is bounded by the 
San Jacinto Mountains to the west and the eastern boundary of the Coachella Valley to the east 
(see Figure 1-1). 

PAR 1407  1-3 June 2019 
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Figure 1-1 

Southern California Air Basins 
 

PROJECT BACKGROUND 
In 1983, the California Legislature established Assembly Bill 1807, a two-step process to identify 
toxic air contaminants and to propose air toxic control measures (ATCMs) for the identified toxic 
air contaminants from specific sources. In January 1993, the California Air Resources Board 
(CARB) adopted the non-ferrous metal melting ATCM7 and established January 6, 1994 as the 
effective date of the ATCM. The South Coast AQMD was given a May 9, 1994 deadline to 
implement and enforce the ATCM or to propose regulations implementing the ATCM. On July 8, 
1994, the South Coast AQMD adopted Rule 1407 – Control of Emissions of Arsenic, Cadmium 
and Nickel from Non-Ferrous Metal Melting Operations, to reduce emissions of arsenic, cadmium, 
and nickel from non-ferrous metal melting operations by requiring air pollution control equipment 
to be installed on affected equipment, and requiring parametric monitoring and housekeeping to 
be conducted. At the time of its rule development and subsequent adoption, Rule 1407 focused on 
non-ferrous metal melting operations because arsenic and cadmium, both toxic metals, were 
associated with this source category.  

Rule concepts from three lead emission reduction rule development efforts were relied upon to 
craft PAR 1407. For example, during the rule development process for South Coast AQMD Rule 
1420.1 – Emission Standards for Lead and Other Toxic Air Contaminants from Large Lead-Acid 

7 California Air Resources Board, Non-Ferrous Metal Melting ATCM, December 30, 1998. 
https://arb.ca.gov/toxics/atcm/metaatcm.htm  
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Battery Recycling Facilities8, fugitive emissions were determined to be a contributing factor to 
ambient lead concentrations. Further, feasibility studies concluded that emission control 
equipment achieving greater than 99 percent emission reductions would not be expected to achieve 
additional reductions in ambient lead levels. For this reason, Rule 1420.1 was designed to require 
facility owners/operators to conduct comprehensive housekeeping and to employ building 
enclosures to reduce fugitive lead emissions from these facilities. Other South Coast AQMD rules 
that regulate lead emissions, Rule 1420 – Emissions Standard for Lead, and Rule 1420.2 – 
Emissions Standards for Lead from Metal Melting Facilities, also contain similar housekeeping 
and building enclosure requirements. 

Early considerations as to whether to amend Rule 1407 originally examined whether hexavalent 
chromium emissions should be included in the rule’s applicability because ambient air monitoring 
that was conducted by South Coast AQMD staff in 2013 in response to burning metallic odor and 
metal particulate complaints9 identified two metals of concern:  hexavalent chromium and nickel. 
In 2016, South Coast AQMD staff deployed monitors which identified elevated levels of 
hexavalent chromium. Also, the 2016 AQMP includes control measure TXM-06:  Control of Toxic 
Emissions from Metal Melting Facilities, which seeks to further reduce arsenic, cadmium, nickel, 
other toxic metals, and particulates from foundry operations. 

In accordance with control measure TXM-06, South Coast AQMD staff was tasked initiating rule 
development for amending Rule 1407 to explore reducing emissions from ferrous metal melting 
facilities and to further reduce arsenic, cadmium, and nickel from non-ferrous metal melting 
operations. South Coast AQMD staff discovered that a majority of facilities process very large 
quantities of metals containing arsenic, cadmium, and/or nickel but are currently exempt from 
most of the requirements in Rule 1407 under the “metal or alloy purity” exemption. In addition, 
Rule 1407 also exempts “clean aluminum scrap” without limiting the content of arsenic, cadmium, 
or nickel contained in the scrap. Because these overly broad exemptions have had the inadvertent 
effect of allowing facilities to have emissions that pose a risk to the surrounding community, South 
Coast AQMD staff is proposing amendments to Rule 1407 that would impose stricter criteria for 
a facility to qualify for an exemption. 

Also, since the type of toxic air contaminants emitted from non-ferrous and ferrous metal melting 
operations are different and approaches to controlling these varying toxic air contaminant 
emissions would also differ depending on the potency of the toxic air contaminant, South Coast 
AQMD staff decided to pivot from combining requirements for ferrous and non-ferrous metal 
melting operations into one rule (e.g., Rule 1407). In particular, because certain ferrous alloys do 
not contain chromium and some non-ferrous alloys contain chromium, South Coast AQMD staff 
decided to address non-chromium melting operations by amending Rule 1407 and revising the 
rule’s title to “Control of Emissions of Arsenic, Cadmium, and Nickel from Non-Chromium Metal 
Melting Operations” accordingly. Chromium melting operations will be addressed by a separate 
rule development effort under Proposed Rule 1407.1 - Emissions of Toxic Air Contaminants from 
Chromium Alloy Melting Operations. 

8 South Coast AQMD, Final Staff Report for Proposed Amended Rule 1420.1 – Emission Standards for Lead and 
Other Toxic Air Contaminants from Large Lead-Acid Battery Recycling Facilities, , February 2015. 
http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/Agendas/Governing-Board/2015/2015-mar6-028.pdf  

9 South Coast AQMD, Paramount – Ongoing Air Monitoring Activities, Accessed June 2019. 
http://www.aqmd.gov/home/news-events/community-investigations/air-monitoring-activities  
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TECHNOLOGY OVERVIEW 
The following discussion provides a general overview of the most likely emission control 
options that will be employed to comply with PAR 1407. 

Building Enclosure 
A building enclosure, as defined in PAR 1407, is a structure, enclosed with a floor, walls, and a 
roof to prevent exposure to the elements, (e.g., precipitation or wind), with limited openings to 
allow access and egress for people, vehicles, equipment, or parts. Cross-draft conditions of a 
building enclosure shall be minimized by not allowing openings on opposite ends of the building 
to be open simultaneously. Minimizing cross-draft conditions will help prevent a loss in the 
efficiency of an emission collection system. Openings are vents, windows, passages, doorways, 
bay doors. Methods to close openings, include use of automatic doors, installation of overlapping 
plastic strip curtains, vestibules, and airlock systems. Barriers, such as large pieces of equipment 
may also be used to block openings. Under PAR 1407, a minimum of two walls on adjacent sides 
of a metal melting operation would satisfy the building enclosure requirements. Alternatively, an 
enclosure could consist of a smaller structure within a building that provides containment of 
emissions from metal melting operations. 

Baghouse 
A baghouse is an air filtration control device designed to remove particulate matter (PM) from an 
exhaust gas stream using filter bags, cartridge-type filters, or envelope-type filters. A baghouse 
consists of the following components:  filter medium and housing for the filter, filter cleaning 
device, collection hopper, shell, and fan. Most baghouse designs in the United States consist of 
long cylindrical tubes (bags) made of fabric which acts as the filter medium. A baghouse functions 
like a vacuum cleaner with a fan either blowing air from the grinding source through (positive 
pressure) the filter or drawing air into (negative pressure) the filter. When PM laden air flows to 
the inlet of a baghouse, the PM is captured in the filter bags inside the baghouse and filtered air 
flows from the outlet of the baghouse. Dust layers (dust cakes) deposit on the surface of the bags 
which need to be cleaned periodically to ensure proper baghouse function. 

Effective performance of a baghouse is determined by pressure drop which is a measurement of 
the difference in air pressure between the clean and dirty sides of the filter. Static pressure gauges 
can be installed at the inlet and outlet of the fabric filter to determine the pressure drop across the 
filter. In addition, baghouses can be equipped with a bag leak detection system (BLDS) to 
continuously monitor the performance of the baghouse functions by detecting early bag leak or 
malfunction. A BLDS consists of a stainless steel probe that is energized with a direct current (DC) 
electrical voltage. When the particles flow near the probe placed in the PM laden exhaust gas 
stream, the small current changes (called triboelectric current) in its electric field are measured. 

Pressure drop monitoring is a useful indicator of baghouse performance since pressure drop 
measurements can help determine if the filter media is being properly cleaned and whether the 
baghouse is operating in accordance with manufacturer specifications. For example, during 
operation of the baghouse, an increased pressure drop signals that the filter media is becoming 
clogged and needs to be cleaned. Similarly, a low pressure drop may indicate that there are holes 
in the filter media or a mechanical failure of baghouse components. In either case, there will be a 
reduction in the baghouse’s ability to efficiently capture and control PM emissions. For these 
reasons, the filter media need to be cleaned periodically to prevent excessive increases in pressure 
drop, leaking bag, and improper baghouse function. 

PAR 1407  1-6 June 2019 
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Baghouses are typically cleaned in sections, with jets of counter-flowing air used to blow dust 
build-up off of the filter and into a hopper. For many baghouse installations, the baghouse follows 
a routine cycle with the pressure drop increasing as the bag becomes coated with dust, and 
dropping back to a baseline value after it is cleaned. Common types of baghouses include reverse-
air, pulse-jet and cartridge type baghouse. A reverse air-type baghouse uses a low pressure flow 
of air to break the dust cake and clean the bags of material build-up. Cleaning air is supplied by a 
separate fan which is normally smaller than the main stream fan, since only one compartment is 
cleaned at a time. A pulse jet-type baghouse uses a high pressure jet of compressed air to back-
flush the bags. Cleaning is performed while the baghouse remains in operation. Cartridge 
(cylindrical) type filters have pleated, non-woven filter media supported on a perforated metal 
cartridge. Due to its pleated design, total filtering area is greater than in a conventional bag of the 
same diameter, resulting in reduced air-to-cloth ratio, pressure drop, and overall collector size. Too 
heavily loaded cartridges can either be cleaned by a pulse jet compressed air or replaced with new 
cartridges. Cartridge type filters have high particle collection efficiency of, at a minimum, 99.9 
percent, and are usually used for industrial process handing exhaust gas flow rates less than 50,000 
cubic feet per minute (cfm). 

The National Fire Protection Association has special designations for deflagrations (e.g., explosion 
prevention) from metal dust. Therefore, operators of metal grinding activities that require 
baghouse emission control technologies will also need to select reliable, economical and effective 
means of explosion control such as baghouse explosion suppression, containment and venting. 
Additional information pertaining to these types of protective measures is available in Chapter 8 
of the Industrial Ventilation, A Manual for Recommended Practice for Design 28th Edition, 
published by the American Conference of Governmental Industrial Hygienists, ©2013. 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
The purpose of PAR 1407 is to reduce point and fugitive emissions of arsenic, cadmium, and 
nickel, thereby minimizing public health impacts by reducing exposure to toxic air contaminants. 
To accomplish this goal, PAR 1407 proposes emission control requirements to reduce arsenic, 
cadmium, and nickel emissions from metal melting operations. PAR 1407 applies to facilities that 
melt metals that contain no more than 0.5 percent chromium content, including, but not limited to 
aluminum, brass, bronze, carbon steel, and zinc. Potential metal melting operations include 
smelting, tinning, galvanizing, and other miscellaneous processes where metals are processed in 
molten form, since these operations have the potential to emit such metal emissions in the form of 
toxic air contaminants and PM. PAR 1407 also revises emission standards, establishes monitoring 
provisions for air pollution control equipment, adds building enclosure provisions to limit fugitive 
emissions, and updates housekeeping, source testing, and monitoring, recordkeeping, and 
reporting requirements. 

South Coast AQMD staff identified facilities subject to PAR 1407 by reviewing South Coast 
AQMD permits for metal melting furnaces, reviewing South Coast AQMD inspection reports for 
metal melting facilities, conducting internet searches for facilities that offer metal melting services, 
and conducting site visits. Internet searches were utilized in order to locate facilities with furnaces 
that are currently exempt from South Coast AQMD permitting requirements. Facilities that 
conduct heat treating or other metalworking operations but do not melt metal were excluded from 
PAR 1407. Additionally, facilities that melt metals containing chromium were excluded from PAR 
1407 because they will be subject to Proposed Rule 1407.1 which is undergoing a separate rule 
development process. Likewise, facilities that melt metals containing lead were excluded from 
PAR 1407 because they are subject to South Coast AQMD’s other rules for lead (e.g., Rule 1420, 
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Rule 1420.1, and/or Rule 1420.2). Staff visited 30 facilities with a variety of metal melting 
operations. During these site visits, staff gathered information and data related to facility 
operations, the metal melting furnaces and any associated emissions control equipment, and the 
types and amounts of alloys melted.  

Based on South Coast AQMD staff analysis, approximately 54 facilities within the South Coast 
AQMD jurisdiction were identified as meeting the applicability requirements of PAR 1407 
because they melt aluminum, brass, bronze, copper, and zinc. These facilities also operate 
secondary smelters, foundries, and die-casters, and conduct galvanizing and tinning coating 
operations, and other miscellaneous processes such as dip soldering, brazing and aluminum 
powder coating production. If PAR 1407 is adopted, all 54 facilities will be required to comply 
with the requirements to conduct housekeeping, construct building enclosures, and maintain 
records. In addition, in order to comply with PAR 1407: 

• 19 facilities would need to complete minor building upgrades such as installing roll-up 
doors or plastic strips;  

• Four facilities would need to construct two walls each to satisfy the building enclosure 
requirements; 

• 13 facilities would need to complete 21 source tests every 60 months; 

• Four facilities would need to install 10 emission control devices; 

• Eight facilities would need to install eight anemometers, 19 total pressure gauges, 19 data 
acquisition systems; and  

• Eight facilities would be required to perform 19 smoke tests once every six months. 

While implementation of PAR 1407 would be expected to reduce public health impacts from point 
and fugitive emissions, South Coast AQMD has not quantified the emission reductions at each 
point source per affected facility.  

The following is a detailed summary of the key elements contained in PAR 1407. A draft of PAR 
1407 can be found in Appendix A. 

Purpose – subdivision (a) 
Subdivision (a) proposes to change the purpose of the rule from reducing emissions of arsenic, 
cadmium, and nickel from non-chromium metal melting operations instead of non-ferrous metal 
melting operations.  

Applicability – subdivision (b) 
Subdivision (b) proposes to change the applicability of the rule to all persons who own or operate 
non-chromium metal melting operations, instead of non-ferrous melting operations. 

Definitions – subdivision (c) 
The following new definitions are proposed to be added:  Approved Cleaning Methods, Bag Leak 
Detection System; Building Enclosure; Capture Velocity; Emission Control Device; Enclosure 
Opening; Foundry; Functionally Similar Furnace; Low Pressure Spray; Metal Cutting; Metal 
Grinding; Metal Removal Fluid; and Non-Chromium Metal.  
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The following definitions are proposed to be revised in order to clarify the meaning of terms used 
throughout the rule:  Emission Collection System; Facility; Fugitive Metal Dust Emissions; Metal 
Melting Furnace; and Rerun Scrap.  

The following definitions are proposed to be deleted:  District; Emission Point; Fine Particulate 
Matter; Fugitive Emissions Control; Good Operating Practices; Hard Lead; Non-Ferrous Metal; 
Particulate Matter; Particulate Matter Control System; Person; Process Emission Control; Pure 
Lead; and Type Metal. 

Emissions Control– subdivision (d) 
The following changes to subdivision (d) are proposed: 

Original paragraphs (d)(1) (d)(4), and (d)(5) are proposed for deletion. 

Interim Emission Limits: Updates to paragraphs (d)(1) and (d)(2) are proposed that would 
maintain current emission and gas temperature requirements until the new rule 
requirements in paragraph (d)(3) take effect. 

Mass Emission Limits: Modifications to paragraph (d)(3) are proposed that would require, 
effective January 1, 2021, emissions from each metal melting point source to be vented to 
an emission control device to reduce the total mass or arsenic, cadmium, and nickel by a 
minimum of 99 percent, or alternatively under new paragraph (d)(4), meet the following 
annual mass outlet limits: arsenic – 0.0953 pounds, cadmium – 0.74 pounds, and nickel – 
12.2 pounds. 

Temperature of Gas Stream: Modifications to paragraph (d)(5) are proposed that would 
clarify that the temperature requirement of 360 degrees Fahrenheit applies to the gas stream 
entering any device used to control emissions generated by a non-chromium metal melting 
operation until compliance with paragraph (d)(3) or (d)(4) is achieved. 

Fugitive Emission Control: Previous requirements originally in paragraph (e)(1) are 
proposed to be renumbered as paragraph (d)(6). In addition, the phrase “non-ferrous” is 
proposed to be changed to “non-chromium” and the spelling of Ringelmann Chart is 
proposed to be corrected. 

Housekeeping Requirements – subdivision (e) 
New subdivision (e) proposes to delete existing paragraph (e)(4), and to establish housekeeping 
requirements to control fugitive dust emissions, which will go into effect no later than 30 days 
after the date of rule adoption, unless otherwise specified:   

Housekeeping Requirements Effective upon Rule Adoption: Changes to paragraph (e)(1) 
propose to incorporate existing paragraphs (e)(2) and (e)(3), and clarify requirements for 
enclosed storage of dust-forming metal-containing material, such as dross, ash, or feed 
materials to include trash or debris. In addition to an enclosed storage area, this paragraph 
proposes to allow dust-forming metal-containing material to be stored in a building 
enclosure or within covered containers provided that the covered containers are free of 
liquid and dust leaks and are only opened when material is actively being deposited. This 
paragraph also proposed two new housekeeping measures that will go into effective upon 
rule adoption:  1) clean, on a weekly basis using an approved cleaning method, all areas 
where furnace and casting operations occur and waste generated from housekeeping 

PAR 1407  1-9 June 2019 



Draft Environmental Assessment  Chapter 1 - Project Description 
 

activities is stored, disposed of, recovered, or recycled; and 2) clean all areas where furnace 
and casting operations occur without using dry sweeping and compressed air cleaning. 

Housekeeping Requirements Effective 30 days after Rule Adoption: Paragraph (e)(2) 
proposes to establish the following housekeeping requirements, that will go into effect 
within 30 days of rule adoption: 

• Conduct quarterly inspections, and cleaning if necessary, of collection vents, 
openings, and ducting of emission control devices to prevent dust building up and 
clogging; 

• Remove weather caps that restrict the flow of exhaust on any stack that is a source 
of emissions from non-chromium metal melting operations;  

• Transport slag and waste materials, which are at a temperature less than or equal to 
500 degrees Fahrenheit and which are generated during housekeeping and building 
enclosure construction and maintenance, within closed conveyor systems or in 
covered containers, unless conducted within a building enclosure or an enclosed 
storage area; 

• Conduct weekly cleaning using an approved cleaning method in areas near work 
stations, openings of building enclosures, and transfer points of emission control 
devices utilized for metal cutting or metal grinding operations not conducted under 
a continuous flood of metal removal fluid; 

• Store dust-forming metal-containing materials generated from housekeeping, 
construction, or maintenance in an enclosed storage area, in a covered container, or 
in a building enclosure; and 

• Clean by an approved cleaning method within one hour of construction or 
maintenance that results in the deposition of fugitive metal dust emissions. 

Building Enclosures – subdivision (f) 
New subdivision (f) proposes to establish the following requirements for building enclosures:   
 

Cross Draft Minimization: Paragraphs (f)(1) and (f)(2) propose to require the owner or operator 
of a non-chromium metal melting operation to conduct operations within a building enclosure 
that minimizes cross draft conditions by July 1, 2020. The enclosure may consist of a structure 
within a building that encloses metal melting, casting, or metal cutting and grinding not 
conducted under a continuous flood of metal removal fluid operations. The intent of these 
requirements is to provide containment, impede cross-drafts, and minimize fugitive emissions 
generated in areas where metal melting operations occur. Except during the passage of 
vehicles, equipment, or people, at least one end of the building enclosure must be closed using 
one or more of the following:  

• Automatically closing doors; 

• Overlapping plastic strip curtains; 

• Vestibule; 

• Airlock system; 

• Use of a Barrier, such as a large piece of equipment that restricts air from moving 

• through the building enclosure; or 

PAR 1407  1-10 June 2019 



Draft Environmental Assessment  Chapter 1 - Project Description 
 

• Alternative method to minimize the release of fugitive emissions from the building 
enclosure that the owner or operator of a facility can demonstrate to the Executive 
Officer is an equivalent or more effective method (s) to minimize the movement of air 
within the building enclosure. 

Building Enclosure Compliance Plan: Paragraph (f)(3) proposes to require a Building 
Enclosure Compliance Plan within 60 days of rule adoption in the event that an owner or 
operator cannot comply with the requirements of paragraphs (f)(1) and (f)(2) due to conflicts 
with federal Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA), California Division of 
Occupational Safety and Health Administration (CAL/OSHA), or other municipal codes or 
agency requirements directly related to worker safety. The Building Enclosure Compliance 
Plan shall be submitted no later than 90 days after rule adoption for existing facilities and prior 
to initial start-up for all other operations and shall include the explanation for the conflict and 
the alternative measures that will be implemented to minimize the release of fugitive emissions 
to the outside of the building enclosure. This plan will be subject to Rule 306 – Plan Fees.  
 
Paragraph (f)(4) proposes to establish procedures for resubmittal and appeal of disapproved 
Building Enclosure Compliance Plans. If the Building Enclosure Compliance Plan is 
disapproved, a revised Building Enclosure Compliance Plan must be resubmitted within 30 
days of the notification of disapproval. Alternatively, the owner or operator may appeal the 
disapproval to the Hearing Board in accordance with the requirements in Rule 216 – Appeals, 
and Rule 221 – Plans. The Executive Officer will either approve the revised and resubmitted 
Building Enclosure Compliance Plan or will modify the plan and approve it as modified. The 
Executive Officer-modified and approved Building Enclosure Compliance Plan can be 
appealed per Rules 216 and 221.  
 
Once the Building Enclosure Compliance Plan is approved, the plan must be implemented 
within 90 days of approval for facilities existing prior to rule adoption and prior to initial start-
up for all other facilities pursuant to paragraph (f)(5). 

Recordkeeping– subdivision (g) 
New subdivision (g) proposes to establish the following recordkeeping requirements for owners 
or operators on a non-chromium metal metaling operation.  

 
Monthly Quantities: New paragraph (g)(1) proposes to require records to be kept of monthly 
quantities of raw materials processed, including ingots, scrap and internal and external reruns 
and the purchase records to verify these quantities where applicable. 

 
Monthly Analyses: New paragraph (g)(2) proposes to require monthly analyses to determine 
the weighted average percentage of arsenic, cadmium and nickel contained in metals and alloys 
using one of the following: 

• A US EPA-approved method or methods; 

• Applicable method or methods pursuant to subdivision (i);  

• Metallurgical assay or; 

• An alternative method approved by the Executive Officer. 
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Additional Record Maintenance: New paragraphs (g)(3) through (g)(8) propose to require the 
maintenance of the following additional records: 

• Quarterly analyses to determine the weight percentage of arsenic, cadmium, chromium, 
and nickel contained in bulk samples of baghouse catches;  

• Source test data as required by subdivision (h) and paragraph (j)(3);  

• Housekeeping activities completed as required by subdivision (e);  

• Data files, inspection and maintenance of emission collection devices as required by 
subdivision (j), including the name of the person conducting the activity and the dates 
and times at which specific activities were completed;  

• Anemometer data collected, including capture velocities, dates of measurement, and 
calibration documentation as required by paragraph (j)(6); and  

• Smoke test documentation as required in Attachment B – Smoke Test to Demonstrate 
Capture Efficiency for Emission Collection Systems of an Emission Control Device 
Pursuant to Paragraph (j)(5). 

 
Record Retention: Subdivision (g) will also require the maintenance of all records for three 
years, with at least the two most recent years kept onsite and made available to the South Coast 
AQMD upon request. 

 
Source Testing – subdivision (h) 
New subdivision (h) proposes to establish the following source testing requirements:   
 

Source Test Protocol: New paragraph (h)(1) proposes to require a source test protocol to be 
submitted to the Executive Officer for approval at least 60 days prior to conducting a source 
test pursuant to paragraphs (h)(2) through (h)(4). The source test protocol will be required to 
include the source test criteria of the end user, all assumptions, required data, calculated targets 
for testing, and the following: 

• Target arsenic, cadmium and nickel mass emission standards;  

• Planned sampling parameters;  

• Information on equipment, logistics, personnel, and other resources necessary for an 
efficient and coordinated source test; and  

• Evaluation of the emission collection system. 
 

Initial Source Test: New paragraph (h)(2) proposes to require the owner or operator of a non-
chromium metal melting operation l to conduct a source test for all non-chromium melting 
furnaces no later than January 1, 2021.  

 
Source Testing of Point Sources:  New paragraph (h)(3) proposes to require source testing to 
be conducted for all non-chromium metal melting point sources once every 60 months, after 
the initial source test to demonstrate compliance with the facility mass emissions standards 
specified in paragraph (d)(1). If the source test demonstrates compliance with paragraph (d)(3), 
then the next source test must be completed within 84 months after the date of the most recent 
source test. 
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Uncontrolled Furnace Testing: New paragraph (h)(4) proposes to allow a facility to source test 
an uncontrolled furnace and apply the emission rate source test results proportionately to all 
similar uncontrolled furnaces at that facility. 
 
Source Testing for Scrap Melting: For new or modified emission control devices that start after 
the adoption of PAR 1407, paragraph (h)(5) proposes to require the submittal of a source test 
protocol within 90 days after the Permit to Construct is issued and to conduct the initial source 
test within 120 days after the approval of the source test protocol. 
 
Source Testing Notification:  New paragraph (h)(6) proposes to require the notification of the 
Executive Office, writing, of the intent to conduct source testing, one week prior to conducting 
source testing pursuant to paragraphs (h)(2) through (h)(5).  
 
Notification for Source Test Results: New paragraph (h)(7) proposes to require the owner or 
operator of a non-chromium metal melting operation to notify the Executive Officer within 
five calendar days of when the facility knew or should have known of any source test results 
that exceed any of the emission standards specified in subdivision (d). Notifications will be 
required to be made to 1-800-CUT-SMOG and followed up in writing to the Executive Officer 
with the results of the source tests within 10 calendar days of notification. 
 
Minimum Operating Capacity for Source Test: New paragraph (h)(8) proposes to require 
source tests to be conducted while operating at a minimum of 80 percent of the equipment’s 
permitted capacity and in accordance with CARB Method 436 – Determination of Multiple 
Metal Emissions from Stationary Sources. 
 
Alternative Source Test Methods: New paragraph (h)(9) proposes to allow alternative or 
equivalent source test methods as defined in U.S. EPA 40 CFR Part 60 Section 60.2, if 
approved in writing by the Executive Officer, in addition to the CARB, or the U.S. EPA, as 
applicable. 
 
Laboratory Approval: New paragraph (h)(10) proposes to require the use of a test laboratory 
approved under the South Coast AQMD Laboratory Approval Program for the source test 
methods cited in subdivision (h). If there is no approved laboratory, then approval of the testing 
procedures used by the laboratory can be granted by the Executive Officer on a case-by-case 
basis based on South Coast AQMD protocols and procedures. 
 
Multiple Source Test Methods: New paragraph (h)(11) proposes to clarify that when there is 
more than one possible source test method, the source test method selected must be approved by 
the Executive Officer. In addition, a violation established by any one of the specified source 
test methods or set of source test methods will constitute a violation of the rule. 
 
Existing Source Test:  New paragraph (h)(12) proposes to allow an existing source test 
conducted on or after January 1, 2016 for a non-chromium metal melting operation emission 
control device existing before the date of rule adoption to be used as the initial source test 
specified in paragraph (h)(1) to demonstrate compliance with the metal emission control 
standards of subdivision (d). The source test will be required to meet, at a minimum, the 
following criteria: 

• The source test is the most recent conducted since January 1, 2016;  
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• The source test demonstrated compliance with the control requirements in subdivision 
(d);  

• The source test is representative of a method used to test emissions from control devices 
currently in use; and  

• The source test was conducted using applicable and approved test methods specified in 
paragraphs (h)(6) through (h)(8). 

 
Submittal of Source Test Reports:  New paragraph (h)(13) proposes to require reports from 
source tests that were conducted pursuant to subdivision (h) to be submitted to the South Coast 
AQMD within 90 days of completion of source testing. 

 
Applicable Material Testing Methods – subdivision (i) 
Subdivision (i) proposes minor editorial revisions for consistency and clarity. 
 
Emission Control Device Monitoring – subdivision (j) 
New subdivision (j) proposed to establish the following requirements for conducting source tests:   
 

Bag Leak Detection System:  Effective January 1, 2019, paragraph (j)(1) proposes to require 
the owner or operator of a non-chromium metal melting operation to apply for a permit to 
install, operate, calibrate, and to maintain a bag leak detection system for baghouses subject to 
the requirements of South Coast AQMD Rule 1155 – Particulate Matter (PM) Control Devices. 
 
Pressure Monitoring:  Effective January 1, 2019, paragraph (j)(2) proposes to require the 
owner or operator of a non-chromium metal melting operation to continuously monitor the 
pressure drop across the filter of an emission control device used to control metal emissions 
with a gauge. The location of the gauge will need to be located so that it is easily visible and 
in clear sight of the owner or operator or maintenance personnel. For the purposes of this 
requirement, the owner or operator shall ensure that the monitoring device: 

• Is equipped with ports to allow for periodic calibration in accordance with 
manufacturer’s specifications;  

• Is calibrated according to manufacturer’s specifications at least once every calendar 
year;  

• Is equipped with a continuous data acquisition system (DAS) capable of recording the 
data output from the monitoring device at a frequency of at least once every 60 minutes;  

• Generates a data file from the computer system interfaced with each DAS each calendar 
day saved in Microsoft Excel (xls or xlsx) format or other format as approved by the 
Executive Officer. The file shall contain a table with the chronological date and time 
and the corresponding data output value from the monitoring device in units of inches 
of water column. The operator shall prepare a separate data file each day showing the 
4-hour average pressure readings recorded by this device each calendar day; and  

• Is maintained in accordance with manufacturer’s specifications. 
 

Source Test after Deficient Filter Pressure: Paragraph (j)(3) proposes to require a source test 
pursuant to subdivision (h), if the pressure across the filter is not maintained within the range 
specified by the manufacturer or according to conditions of the Permit to Operate for the 
emission control device as determined by hourly or more frequent recordings by the DAS for 
the following averaging periods, no later than 30 days after the discrepancy is detected:  
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• A 4-hour time period on three or more separate days over 60 continuous days; or  

• Any consecutive 24-hour period. 
 
Minimum Collection Induced Capture Velocity:  Effective January 1, 2019, paragraph (j)(4) 
proposes to require operation of the emission collection system associated with the emission 
control device at a minimum collection induced capture velocity specified in the most current 
edition of the Industrial Ventilation, A Manual of Recommended Practice for Design, 
published by the American Conference of Governmental Industrial Hygienists, at the time a 
permit application is deemed complete with the South Coast AQMD. 

 
Periodic Smoke Test:  Effective January 1, 2019, paragraph (j)(5) proposes to require a periodic 
smoke test to be conducted during source testing, pursuant to paragraph (h)(1) and at least once 
every six months thereafter, using the procedure set forth in Attachment B of this rule. The 
smoke test will not be required if is demonstrated to the Executive Officer that it presents an 
unreasonable risk. 
 
Anemometer:  Effective January 1, 2019, paragraph (j)(6) proposes to require the use of a  
calibrated anemometer to measure the capture velocity of each emission collection system at 
least once monthly, based on its location within a non-chromium metal melting operation and 
its design configuration as follows:  

• Emissions collection system designed with a hood or enclosure:  maintain a capture 
velocity of at least 200 feet per minute as measured at the face of the enclosure or the 
minimum slot velocity measured in the most recent source test that verifies 100 percent 
collection efficiency.  

• Emission collection system without an enclosing hood that is designed with collection 
slots:  maintain a capture velocity of at least 2,000 feet per minute, or the minimum slot 
velocity measured in the most recent source test that verifies 100 percent collection 
efficiency. 
 

Exemptions – subdivision (k) 
Exemptions that were previously in subdivision (i), are proposed to be moved to new subdivision 
(k) and updated to establish new exemptions and remove other exemptions which no longer apply.  
 

Small Quantity Exemptions:  New paragraph (k)(1) proposes to allow the owner or operator of 
a non-chromium metal melting operation that processes no more than one ton per year of all 
non-chromium metals to only be subject to the recordkeeping provisions of the rule, pursuant 
to subdivision (g). 
 
Low Throughput, Clean Aluminum Scrap, and Aluminum Scrap Furnaces:  The exemptions 
originally in paragraphs (i)(1), (i)(3), and (i)(4) are proposed to be renumbered as paragraphs 
(k)(2), (k)(4), and (k)(5),  and revised to remain in effect until January 1, 2021.  
 
Metal or Alloy Purity Exemption:  Updates to paragraph (k)(3) are proposed that would exempt 
equipment and operations that melt less than 8,400 tons per year of raw materials in furnaces 
which do not melt more than one percent scrap except rerun scrap, and which melt a metal or 
alloy which is shown by laboratory analysis to contain less than 0.002 percent of arsenic and 
less than 0.004 percent cadmium by weight based on a monthly weighted average, from all 
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provisions of the rule except the emission control requirements, source testing requirements, 
and emission control device monitoring requirements in subdivisions (d), (h), and (j), 
respectively.. 
 
Aluminum Pouring Exemption:  Updates to paragraph (k)(6) are proposed for consistency, and 
to clarify that ladles, launders or other equipment used to convey aluminum from a melting or 
holding furnace to casting equipment will only be subject to the requirements of subdivisions 
(e) and (g) of this rule. 
 
Rules 1420, 1420.1 and 1420.2:  New paragraph (k)(7) proposes to exempt equipment and 
operations subject to Rule 1420 – Emissions Standard for Lead,  Rule 1420.1 – Emission 
Standards for Lead and Other Toxic Contaminants from Large Lead-Acid Battery Facilities, 
or Rule 1420.2 – Emissions Standards for Lead from Metal Melting Facilities from the 
requirements of this rule. 
 
Metal Grinding and Cutting with Metal Removal Fluids:  New paragraph (k)(8) proposes to 
exempt metal grinding or cutting conducted under a continuous flood of metal removal fluid 
from the building enclosure requirements.  
 
Repair and Maintenance:  New paragraph (k)(9) proposes to exempt metal grinding or cutting 
operations conducted for repair or maintenance purposes from the requirements of this rule.  

 
Smoke Test to Demonstrate Capture Efficiency for Ventilation Systems of an Emission 
Control Device Pursuant to Paragraph (j)(5) (Attachment B) 
New Attachment B specifies the method for conducting periodic smoke tests to demonstrate 
maintenance of 100 percent capture efficiency for the emission collection system of  an emission 
control device pursuant to paragraph (j)(5). A smoke test is conducted by placing a smoke 
generator within the area where collection of emissions by the emission collection system occurs 
reveals the capture efficiency. The smoke test shall be conducted while the emission collection 
system and the emission control device are in normal operation and under typical draft conditions 
representative of the facility’s non-chromium metal melting operations. An acceptable smoke test 
shall demonstrate a direct stream to the collection location(s) of the emission collection system 
without meanderings out of this direct path. If performing such a test presents an unreasonable risk 
to safety, a facility owner or operator will not be required to conduct a periodic smoke test. An 
example of what would qualify as unreasonable risk to safety would be having to conduct a smoke 
test at collection sites that would be extremely dangerous, if not deadly, for somebody to work in 
that collection zone. 
 
SUMMARY OF AFFECTED FACILITIES 
Approximately 54 facilities are expected to be subject to PAR 1407. All of the affected facilities 
are considered foundries or metal casting businesses as generally classified pursuant to the North 
American Industry Classification System (NAICS) code 331XXX, as follows:  

• 3312XX – Steel Product Manufacturing from Purchased Steel; 

• 3313XX – Alumina and Aluminum Production and Processing; and 

• 3315XX – Foundries.  

Table 1-1 identifies the number and type of affected facilities according to the NAICS code. 
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Table 1-1 
Number of Affected Facilities per Industry Type Subject to PAR 1407 

NAICS 
Code Industry Type Number of 

Facilities 
331524 Aluminum Foundries (except Die-Casting) 24 
331523 Nonferrous Metal Die-Casting Foundries 12 
331314 Secondary Smelting and Alloying of Aluminum 5 
331511 Iron Foundries 5 
331222 Steel Wire Drawing 3 
331529 Other Nonferrous Metal Foundries (except Die-Casting) 2 
331221 Rolled Steel Shape Manufacturing 1 
332111 Iron and Steel Forging 1 
331513 Steel Foundries (except Investment) 1 

TOTAL 54 
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INTRODUCTION 
The environmental checklist provides a standard evaluation tool to identify a project's potential 
adverse environmental impacts. This checklist identifies and evaluates potential adverse 
environmental impacts that may be created by the proposed project.  

GENERAL INFORMATION 
 

Project Title: 
Draft Environmental Assessment for Proposed Amended 
Rule 1407 – Control of Emissions of Arsenic, Cadmium, 
and Nickel from Non-Chromium Metal Melting Operations 

Lead Agency Name: South Coast Air Quality Management District 
Lead Agency Address: 21865 Copley Drive 

Diamond Bar, CA  91765 
CEQA Contact Person: Mr. Luke Eisenhardt, (909) 396-2324 
PAR 1407 Contact Person: Mr. Michael Morris, (909) 396-3282 
Project Sponsor's Name: South Coast Air Quality Management District 
Project Sponsor's Address: 21865 Copley Drive 

Diamond Bar, CA  91765 
General Plan Designation: Not applicable 
Zoning: Not applicable 
Description of Project: PAR 1407 applies to metal melting operations such as 

smelting, tinning, galvanizing, and other miscellaneous 
processes where non-chromium, instead of non-ferrous, 
metals such as aluminum, brass, bronze, carbon steel, and 
zinc are processed in molten form. PAR 1407 revises 
emission standards, establishes monitoring provisions for 
air pollution control equipment, adds building enclosure 
provisions to limit fugitive emissions, and updates 
housekeeping, source testing, and monitoring, 
recordkeeping, and reporting requirements. Some sites 
affected by PAR 1407 may be identified on lists compiled 
by the California Department of Toxic Substances Control 
per Government Code Section 65962.5. The analysis of 
PAR 1407 in the Draft EA did not result in the identification 
of any environmental topic areas that would be significantly 
adversely affected. 

Surrounding Land Uses and 
Setting: 

Various   

Other Public Agencies 
Whose Approval is 
Required: 

Not applicable 
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED 
 
The following environmental impact areas have been assessed to determine their potential to be 
affected by the proposed project. As indicated by the checklist on the following pages, 
environmental topics marked with an ""involve at least one impact that is a “Potentially 
Significant Impact”. An explanation relative to the determination of impacts can be found 
following the checklist for each area.  

 Aesthetics  Geology and Soils  Population and 
Housing 

 Agriculture and 
Forestry Resources  Hazards and 

Hazardous Materials  Public Services 

 
Air Quality and 
Greenhouse Gas 
Emissions 

 Hydrology and Water 
Quality  Recreation 

 Biological Resources  Land Use and 
Planning  Solid and Hazardous 

Waste 

 Cultural and Tribal 
Cultural Resources  Mineral Resources  Transportation  

 Energy  Noise  Wildfire 

 Mandatory Findings of 
Significance     
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DETERMINATION 
 

On the basis of this initial evaluation: 

 I find the proposed project, in accordance with those findings made pursuant to 
CEQA Guidelines Section 15252, COULD NOT have a significant effect on the 
environment, and that an ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT with no 
significant impacts has been prepared. 

 I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the 
environment, there will NOT be significant effects in this case because revisions 
in the project have been made by or agreed to by the project proponent. An 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT with no significant impacts will be 
prepared. 

 I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect(s) on the 
environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT will be prepared. 

 I find that the proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact" on 
the environment, but at least one effect:  1) has been adequately analyzed in an 
earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards; and, 2) has been 
addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on 
attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT is required, but it must 
analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.  

 I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the 
environment, because all potentially significant effects:  1) have been analyzed 
adequately in an earlier ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT pursuant to 
applicable standards; and, 2) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that 
earlier ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT, including revisions or mitigation 
measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required. 

 
 
 
Date: June 27, 2019 Signature: 

 

   

Barbara Radlein 
Program Supervisor, CEQA 
Planning, Rules, and Area Sources 
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ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST AND DISCUSSION 
PAR 1407 proposes to establish requirements to reduce arsenic, cadmium, and nickel emissions 
from metal melting operations. Applicability extends to facilities that melt metals that contain no 
more than 0.5% chromium content, including, but not limited to aluminum, brass, bronze, copper, 
and zinc. These facilities include secondary smelters, foundries, die-casters, galvanizing and 
tinning coating operations, and other miscellaneous processes such as dip soldering, brazing and 
aluminum powder coating production. PAR 1407 is estimated to be applicable to 54 metal melting 
facilities. 

As explained in Chapter 1, the main focus of PAR 1407 is to reduce point and fugitive emissions 
of arsenic, cadmium, and nickel, and in turn minimize public health impacts by reducing exposure 
to toxic air contaminants. PAR 1407 also proposes to revise emission standards, establish 
monitoring provisions for air pollution control equipment, add building enclosure provisions to 
limit fugitive emissions, and update housekeeping, source testing, and monitoring, recordkeeping, 
and reporting requirements. Implementing PAR 1407 would be expected to result in some facilities 
making building improvements to meet the enclosure requirement and the activities associated 
with making these physical changes may also create secondary adverse environmental impacts. 
Similarly, activities associated with conducting source tests and smoke tests, and implementing 
housekeeping requirements may also create secondary adverse environmental impacts. 

While there are other requirements in PAR 1407 that are necessary to support compliance with the 
rule, the following components of PAR 1407 are administrative or procedural in nature and as 
such, would not be expected to cause any physical changes:  revising, adding, or deleting 
definitions; clarifying applicability; adding test methods; conducting monitoring of emission 
collection systems and emission control devices; keeping records; applying for permit 
applications; and preparing and submitting source testing protocols. As such, these components of 
PAR 1407 would not be expected to create any secondary adverse environmental impacts. 

For these reasons, the analysis in this Draft EA focuses on the potential secondary adverse 
environmental impacts associated with physical activities associated with constructing building 
enclosures and installing emission control devices, conducting source tests and smoke tests, and 
implementing housekeeping requirements. The key components of PAR 1407 that are expected to 
involve physical activities, the number facilities affected by each provision are summarized in 
Table 2-1. 
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Table 2-1 
Key Components of PAR 1407 with Physical Effects on Affected Facilities 

PAR 1407 
Category 

Number 
of 

Affected 
Facilities 

Potential Physical Effects on Affected Facilities 

Subdivision (d):  
Emission 
Control 

Requirements  

4 10 emission control devices (e.g., baghouses) will need to be installed 
at four facilities. 

Subdivision (e):  
Housekeeping 
Requirements 

54 

While nearly all facilities currently conduct some housekeeping, PAR 
1407 contains new housekeeping requirements, as follows: 
1. Conduct weekly cleaning for areas where furnace and casting 
operations occur and waste generated from housekeeping activities is 
stored, disposed of, recovered, or recycled; 
2. Conduct weekly cleaning of locations where cutting and grinding 
occur; 
3. Conduct quarterly cleaning and inspect equipment at all facilities 
that currently operate or will operate emission control devices; 
4. Clean, using an approved method, the areas containing deposition of 
fugitive metal dust emissions within one hour of an event that results in 
the dust emissions; 
5. Remove weather caps that restrict the flow of exhaust on any stack 
that is a source of emissions from non-chromium metal melting 
operations; 
6. Store and transport slag, housekeeping waste, and building enclosure 
construction and maintenance materials within closed conveyer 
systems, in covered containers, or within a building enclosure; and 
7. Clean all areas where furnace, casting, metal cutting and metal 
grinding operations occur without using dry cleaning  or compressed 
air cleaning. 

Subdivision (f):  
Building 
Enclosure 

Requirements 

19 
Overlapping plastic stripping at entryways or roll-up doors to minimize 
cross drafts will need to be installed in order to comply with building 
enclosure requirements. 

4 Two new walls per facility will need to be constructed to satisfy 
enclosure requirements. 

Subdivision (f):  
Emission 

Control Device 
Monitoring  

8 
Monitoring equipment and anemometers for 8 emission control devices 
will be need to be installed. In addition, 19 pressure gauges with 19 
data acquisition systems will need to be installed. 

Subdivision (h):  
Source Testing 13 

21 initial source tests will need to be conducted for 21 equipment units 
by January 1, 2021, with additional source testing required every 60 
months thereafter. 

Attachment B:  
Smoke Test 19 Smoke tests will need to be conducted at each facility once every six 

months to determine effective emission control device operation. 
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 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

I. AESTHETICS. Would the project:     
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a 

scenic vista? 
    

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, 
including, but not limited to, trees, rock 
outcroppings, and historic buildings 
within a state scenic highway? 

    

c) In non-urbanized areas, substantially 
degrade the existing visual character or 
quality of public views of the site and 
its surroundings?  (Public views are 
those that are experienced from 
publicly accessible vantage point(s).)  
If the project is in an urbanized area, 
would the project conflict with 
applicable zoning or other regulations 
governing scenic quality? 

    

d) Create a new source of substantial light 
or glare which would adversely affect 
day or nighttime views in the area? 

    

Significance Criteria 
The proposed project impacts on aesthetics will be considered significant if: 

- The project will block views from a scenic highway or corridor. 
- The project will adversely affect the visual continuity of the surrounding area. 
- The impacts on light and glare will be considered significant if the project adds lighting 

which would add glare to residential areas or sensitive receptors. 

Discussion 
PAR 1407 will reduce emissions of arsenic, cadmium and nickel from non-chromium metal 
melting operations by revising emission standards, establishing monitoring provisions for air 
pollution control equipment, adding building enclosure provisions to limit fugitive emissions, and 
updating housekeeping, source testing, and monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting 
requirements. Of the 54 facilities in South Coast AQMD’s jurisdiction that are subject to PAR 
1407, all 54 facilities would be required to conduct housekeeping, four facilities would need to 
install emission control devices (e.g., baghouses), four facilities would need to construct building 
enclosures, 19 facilities would need to make minor improvements, 19 facilities would be required 
to conduct periodic smoke tests, eight facilities would need to install emission control device 
monitoring equipment, and 13 facilities would be required to conduct periodic source testing. 
 
I. a), b), c) & d)  No Impact. To reduce fugitive arsenic, cadmium, and nickel missions from 
affected facilities, four facilities would need to make install two walls and 19 facilities would need 
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to make minor improvements to comply with building enclosure requirements, and four facilities 
would need to install baghouses to comply with the emission limits in PAR 1407. The use of 
heavy-duty construction equipment such as forklifts, tractors/loaders/backhoes, and cement mixers 
will be needed to make these physical changes at the affected facilities. The construction 
equipment is expected to be low in height and not substantially visible to the surrounding area due 
to construction occurring within each existing facility’s property line, existing fencing along 
property lines, and existing structures currently within each facility’s boundaries that may buffer 
the views of the construction activities.  
 
Since the affected facilities are located in existing industrial areas, the construction equipment is 
not expected to be substantially discernable from other off-road equipment that exists on-site for 
routine operations and maintenance activities. Further, the construction activities are not expected 
to adversely impact views and aesthetics resources since most of the construction equipment and 
activities are expected to occur within the confines of each existing facility and are expected to 
introduce only minor visual changes to areas outside each facility, if at all, depending on the 
location of the construction activities within each affected facility. In addition, the construction 
activities are expected to be temporary in nature and will cease following the completion of the 
building enclosures and baghouse installations. Once construction is completed, all construction 
equipment will be removed from each facility. Construction is expected to be completed by 
January 1, 2021. Once construction of the building enclosures and installation of the baghouses is 
completed, these changes would be expected to reduce particulate emissions and minimize cross-
draft conditions, thus serving to prevent visible emissions from non-chromium metal melting 
operations at the affected facilities.  
 
Construction of the building enclosure modifications, installation of baghouses, and the removal 
of weather caps will result in slight changes to the appearance of the affected facilities. However, 
due to the nature of the modifications and baghouse installations, any altered appearances will be 
minor and will not substantially alter the visual character of the existing facilities.  
 
Since none of the 54 affected facilities are located within the views of a scenic vista or state scenic 
highway, implementation of PAR 1407 would have no substantial adverse effect on scenic vistas 
or other scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic 
buildings within a state scenic highway. Also, all 54 of the affected facilities are located in 
urbanized areas, and any changes to the buildings or structures will require approvals from the 
local city or county planning departments. Therefore, PAR 1407 would not be expected to conflict 
with applicable zoning or other regulations governing scenic quality. 
 
PAR 1407 also contains requirements for conducting housekeeping, maintenance and source tests. 
These activities would be low-profile would be expected to blend in with routine  day-to-day 
activities within the fenceline of each affected facility. Therefore, housekeeping, maintenance and 
source testing will not be expected to cause any discernable aesthetic impacts.  
 
PAR 1407 does not include any components that would require construction activities to occur at 
night. Further, cities often have their own limitations and prohibitions that restrict construction 
from occurring during evening hours and weekends. Therefore, no additional temporary 
construction lighting at the facility would be expected. However, if facility operators determine 
that the construction schedule requires nighttime activities, temporary lighting may be required. 
Nonetheless, since construction activities would be completely located within the boundaries of 
each affected facility, additional temporary lighting is not expected to be discernable from the 
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existing permanent night lighting. For these reasons, the proposed project would not create a new 
source of substantial light or glare at any of the affected facilities in a manner that would adversely 
affect day or nighttime views in the surrounding areas. 
 
Conclusion 
Based upon these considerations, significant adverse aesthetics impacts are not expected from 
implementing PAR 1407. Since no significant aesthetics impacts were identified, no mitigation 
measures are necessary or required. 
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 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

II. AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY 
RESOURCES. Would the project: 

    

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique 
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide 
Importance (Farmland), as shown on 
the maps prepared pursuant to the 
Farmland mapping and Monitoring 
Program of the California Resources 
Agency, to non- agricultural use? 

    

b) Conflict with existing zoning for 
agricultural use, or a Williamson Act 
contract? 

    

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or 
cause rezoning of, forest land (as 
defined in Public Resources Code 
§12220(g)), timberland (as defined by 
Public Resources Code §4526), or 
timberland zoned Timberland 
Production (as defined by Government 
Code §51104(g))? 

    

d) Result in the loss of forest land or 
conversion of forest land to non-forest 
use? 

    

e) Involve other changes in the existing 
environment which, due to their 
location or nature, could result in the 
conversion of Farmland, to non-
agricultural use or conversion of forest 
land to non-forest use? 

    

Significance Criteria 
Project-related impacts on agriculture and forest resources will be considered significant if any 
of the following conditions are met: 

- The proposed project conflicts with existing zoning or agricultural use or Williamson Act 
contracts. 

- The proposed project will convert prime farmland, unique farmland or farmland of statewide 
importance as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the farmland mapping and monitoring 
program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use. 

- The proposed project conflicts with existing zoning for, or causes rezoning of, forest land (as 
defined in Public Resources Code §12220(g)), timberland (as defined in Public Resources 
Code §4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code 
§51104(g)). 
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- The proposed project would involve changes in the existing environment, which due to their 

location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use or conversion 
of forest land to non-forest use. 

Discussion 
PAR 1407 will reduce emissions of arsenic, cadmium and nickel from non-chromium metal 
melting operations by revising emission standards, establishing monitoring provisions for air 
pollution control equipment, adding building enclosure provisions to limit fugitive emissions, and 
updating housekeeping, source testing, and monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting 
requirements. Of the 54 facilities in South Coast AQMD’s jurisdiction that are subject to PAR 
1407, all 54 facilities would be required to conduct housekeeping, four facilities would need to 
install emission control devices (e.g., baghouses), four facilities would need to construct building 
enclosures, 19 facilities would need to make minor improvements, 19 facilities would be required 
to conduct periodic smoke tests, eight facilities would need to install emission control device 
monitoring equipment, and 13 facilities would be required to conduct periodic source testing. 
 
II. a), b), c), d), & e)  No Impact. The affected facilities and their immediately surrounding areas 
are not located on or near areas zoned for agricultural use, Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or 
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the 
Farmland mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency. Therefore, the 
proposed project would not result in any construction of new buildings or other structures that 
would require converting farmland to non-agricultural use or conflict with zoning for agriculture 
use or a Williamson Act contract. The construction and operation activities would be expected to 
occur within the confines of existing industrial facilities, thus the proposed project is not expected 
to result in converting farmland to non-agricultural use; conflict with existing zoning for 
agricultural use, or a Williamson Act Control. 
 
All of the facilities are located in industrial use areas in the urban portion of the Basin that is not 
near forest land. Therefore, the proposed project is not expected to conflict with existing zoning 
for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code  
Section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code Section 4526), or timberland 
zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code Section 51104(g)) or result in the 
loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use. Consequently, the proposed 
project would not create any significant adverse agriculture or forestry impacts.  
 
Conclusion 
Based upon these considerations, significant adverse agriculture and forestry resources impacts 
are not expected from implementing PAR 1407. Since no significant agriculture and forestry 
resources impacts were identified, no mitigation measures are necessary or required.  
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 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

III. AIR QUALITY AND 
GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS. 
Would the project: 

    

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation 
of the applicable air quality plan? 

    

b) Result in a cumulatively considerable net 
increase of any criteria pollutant for 
which the project region is non-
attainment under an applicable federal or 
state ambient air quality standard? 

    

c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial 
pollutant concentrations? 

    

d) Create objectionable odors affecting a 
substantial number of people? 

    

e) Diminish an existing air quality rule or 
future compliance requirement resulting 
in a significant increase in air 
pollutant(s)?  

    

f) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, 
either directly or indirectly, that may 
have a significant impact on the 
environment? 

    

g) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy 
or regulation adopted for the purpose of 
reducing the emissions of greenhouse 
gases? 

    

Significance Criteria 
To determine whether or not air quality and greenhouse gas impacts from implementing PAR 1407 
are significant, impacts will be evaluated and compared to the criteria in Table 2-2. PAR 1407 will 
be considered to have significant adverse impacts if any one of the thresholds in Table 2-2 are 
equaled or exceeded.   

PAR 1407 2-11 June 2019 



Draft Environmental Assessment  Chapter 2 – Environmental Checklist 
 

Table 2-2 
South Coast AQMD Air Quality Significance Thresholds 

Mass Daily Thresholds a 

Pollutant Construction b Operation c 
NOx 100 lbs/day 55 lbs/day 

VOC 75 lbs/day 55 lbs/day 

PM10 150 lbs/day 150 lbs/day 

PM2.5 55 lbs/day 55 lbs/day 

SOx 150 lbs/day 150 lbs/day 

CO 550 lbs/day 550 lbs/day 

Lead 3 lbs/day 3 lbs/day 

Toxic Air Contaminants (TACs), Odor, and GHG Thresholds 
TACs 

(including carcinogens and non-
carcinogens) 

Maximum Incremental Cancer Risk ≥ 10 in 1 million 
Cancer Burden > 0.5 excess cancer cases (in areas ≥ 1 in 1 million) 

Chronic & Acute Hazard Index ≥ 1.0 (project increment) 
Odor Project creates an odor nuisance pursuant to South Coast AQMD Rule 402 
GHG 10,000 MT/yr CO2eq for industrial facilities 

Ambient Air Quality Standards for Criteria Pollutants d 
NO2 

 
1-hour average 

annual arithmetic mean 

South Coast AQMD is in attainment; project is significant if it causes or 
contributes to an exceedance of the following attainment standards: 

0.18 ppm (state) 
0.03 ppm (state) and 0.0534 ppm (federal) 

PM10 
24-hour average 
annual average 

 
10.4 µg/m3 (construction)e & 2.5 µg/m3  (operation) 

1.0 µg/m3 
PM2.5 

24-hour average 
 

10.4 µg/m3 (construction)e & 2.5 µg/m3  (operation) 
SO2 

1-hour average 
24-hour average 

 
0.25 ppm (state) & 0.075 ppm (federal – 99th percentile) 

0.04 ppm (state) 
Sulfate 

24-hour average 
 

25 µg/m3 (state) 
CO 

 
1-hour average 
8-hour average 

South Coast AQMD is in attainment; project is significant if it causes or 
contributes to an exceedance of the following attainment standards: 

20 ppm (state) and 35 ppm (federal) 
9.0 ppm (state/federal) 

Lead 
30-day Average 

Rolling 3-month average 

 
1.5 µg/m3 (state) 

0.15 µg/m3 (federal) 
a Source:  South Coast AQMD CEQA Handbook (South Coast AQMD, 1993) 
b Construction thresholds apply to both the South Coast Air Basin and Coachella Valley (Salton Sea and Mojave Desert Air Basins).  
c For Coachella Valley, the mass daily thresholds for operation are the same as the construction thresholds. 
d Ambient air quality thresholds for criteria pollutants based on South Coast AQMD Rule 1303, Table A-2 unless otherwise stated. 
e Ambient air quality threshold based on South Coast AQMD Rule 403.  

KEY: lbs/day = pounds per day ppm = parts per million µg/m3 = microgram per cubic meter ≥  = greater than or equal to 
 MT/yr  CO2eq = metric tons per year of CO2 equivalents > = greater than  

Revision:  April 2019  
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Discussion 
PAR 1407 will reduce emissions of arsenic, cadmium and nickel from non-chromium metal 
melting operations by revising emission standards, establishing monitoring provisions for air 
pollution control equipment, adding building enclosure provisions to limit fugitive emissions, and 
updating housekeeping, source testing, and monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting 
requirements. Of the 54 facilities in South Coast AQMD’s jurisdiction that are subject to PAR 
1407, all 54 facilities would be required to conduct housekeeping, four facilities would need to 
install emission control devices (e.g., baghouses), four facilities would need to construct building 
enclosures, 19 facilities would need to make minor improvements, 19 facilities would be required 
to conduct periodic smoke tests, eight facilities would need to install emission control device 
monitoring equipment, and 13 facilities would be required to conduct periodic source testing. 
 
III. a)  No Impact. The South Coast AQMD is required by law to prepare a comprehensive 
district-wide Air Quality Management Plan (AQMP) which includes strategies (e.g., control 
measures) to reduce emission levels to achieve and maintain state and federal ambient air quality 
standards, and to ensure that new sources of emissions are planned and operated to be consistent 
with the South Coast AQMD’s air quality goals. The AQMP’s air pollution reduction strategies 
include control measures which target stationary, area, mobile and indirect sources. These control 
measures are based on feasible methods of attaining ambient air quality standards. Pursuant to the 
provisions of both the state and federal Clean Air Acts, the South Coast AQMD is also required to 
attain the state and federal ambient air quality standards for all criteria pollutants. 
 
The most recent regional blueprint for how the South Coast AQMD will achieve air quality 
standards and healthful air is outlined in the 2016 AQMP10 which contains multiple goals of 
promoting reductions of criteria air pollutants, greenhouse gases, and toxics. In particular, the 2016 
AQMP contains control measure TXM-06:  Control of Toxic Emissions from Metal Melting 
Facilities, which will reduce nickel, arsenic, and cadmium emissions through the implementation 
of PAR 1407. PAR 1407 will reduce these emissions by setting stricter emission controls and 
housekeeping and enclosure requirements at non-chromium metal melting facilities. 

PAR 1407 is not expected to obstruct or conflict with the implementation of the 2016 AQMP 
because the emission reductions from implementing PAR 1407 are in accordance with the 
emission reduction goals in the 2016 AQMP. PAR 1407 would reduce arsenic, cadmium, and 
nickel emissions and therefore, be consistent with the goals of the 2016 AQMP. Thus, 
implementing PAR 1407 would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air 
quality plans. 
 
III. b) and e)  Less Than Significant Impact. While PAR 1407 is designed to reduce arsenic, 
cadmium, and nickel emissions, secondary air quality impacts are expected from its 
implementation due to physical activities that may need to occur. For example, the requirements 
in PAR 1407 to install building enclosures and emission control devices would be expected to 
result in construction impacts from building new walls and installing baghouses at affected 
facilities. Further, secondary air quality impacts are also expected to occur as a result of facilities 
conducting source tests on baghouses.  
 

10 South Coast AQMD, Final 2016 Air Quality Management Plan, March, 2017. http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-
source/clean-air-plans/air-quality-management-plans/2016-air-quality-management-plan/final-2016-aqmp/final2016aqmp.pdf 
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Table 2-3 summarizes the key requirements in PAR 1407 that may result in secondary adverse air 
quality and greenhouse gas (GHG) impacts during construction and operation.  
 

Table 2-3 
Sources of Potential Secondary Adverse Air Quality and GHG Impacts 

During Construction and Operation 

Key Requirements in  
PAR 1407 

Physical Effects Anticipated During: 

Construction Operation 

Emission Control 
Requirements 

Emissions from vehicle trips 
and construction equipment 
to install 10 baghouses at 4 
facilities 

1. Vehicle emissions from 
transporting increased 
amounts of baghouse 
waste for disposal and/or 
recycling 

2. Electricity to power 
baghouse 

Housekeeping Requirements 
Emissions from construction 
equipment to remove weather 
caps 

No change from existing 
setting since cleaning and 
other housekeeping activities 
can be performed by existing 
staff 

Enclosures 

Emissions from vehicle trips 
and construction equipment 
to: 
1. Construct 2 walls at each 

of the 4 facilities; and 
2. Install roll-up doors or 

plastic stripping at 19 
facilities. 

No operational impacts 

Emission Control Device 
Monitoring Equipment 

Emissions from vehicle trips 
to deliver and install 
equipment 

No operational impacts 

Source and Smoke Testing None Emissions from vehicle trips 
to perform periodic tests 

 
For the purpose of conducting a worst-case CEQA analysis for the 54 facilities that will be subject 
to PAR 1407, the following assumptions have been made: 
 
Housekeeping 

• All 54 facilities will be required to perform housekeeping. The majority of housekeeping 
requirements are expected to be completed by existing staff such that no new vehicle trips 
would be needed and no new air quality impacts will occur. Because each affected facility 
currently has periodic waste collection activities occurring as part of the existing setting, 
no additional waste or hauling trips are anticipated to be necessary  as a result of conducting 
routine housekeeping activities required by PAR 1407. 
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• All facilities will be required to remove weather caps that restrict the flow of exhaust on 
any stack that is a source of emissions from non-chromium metal melting operations. The 
number of existing weather caps to be removed is not known. Removal of weather caps 
can be accomplished within a short amount of time with the use of electric or manual hand 
tools, ladders, and a minimal number of on-site workers (e.g., one to two employees).. The 
analysis assumes no gasoline or diesel-fueled construction equipment or additional vehicle 
trips will be necessary to accomplish this task. 

Emission Control Device Monitoring Equipment 

• Eight facilities will be required to install anemometers (e.g., one anemometer per facility). 
Additionally, at these eight facilities, 19 pressure gauges and data acquisition systems will 
need to be installed. The installation of anemometers, pressure gauges, and data acquisition 
systems can be accomplished within a relatively short amount of time with the use of 
electric or manual hand tools, ladders, and a minimal number of construction workers. The 
analysis assumes that two construction workers will commute approximately 30 miles 
round trip each day by driving gasoline-fueled vehicles with an average fuel economy of 
21 miles per gallon (mpg) and one worker will drive a vendor truck 15 miles round trip 
with an average fuel economy of 6.6 mpg . 

Source Testing and Smoke Tests 

• 21 source tests for 21 equipment units will need to be conducted at 13 facilities, with the 
initial source tests to be completed by January 1, 2021 and additional source testing 
required every 60 months thereafter, at each facility. Owners/operators of affected facilities 
would be expected to hire a source testing company to do the work. This analysis assumes 
that one light duty source testing truck with a fuel economy averaging 21 mpg and one 
medium duty maintenance truck with a fuel economy averaging 10 mpg will each drive 
approximately 40 miles round trip to conduct the source tests at each facility.  

• 19 facilities will be required to conduct smoke tests every six months. This analysis 
assumes that one light duty testing truck with a fuel economy averaging 21 mpg will drive 
approximately 40 miles round trip to conduct the required smoke tests at each facility. 

Enclosures 

• 23 facilities will need to make the following physical modifications in order to comply 
with the building enclosure requirements  in PAR 1407: 

o Four facilities will need to construct two new walls per facility. Construction is 
assumed to require one crane, one forklift, and one welder at each of the four 
facilities. Each piece of equipment is assumed to be operated for four hours per day, 
for five days. Three construction workers per facility are assumed to commute 
approximately 30 miles round trip each day driving vehicles with an average fuel 
economy of 21 mpg. In addition, the analysis assumes that one worker will drive a 
vendor delivery truck and one worker will drive a heavy duty hauling truck each 
with an average fuel economy of 6.6 mpg for a distance of 15 miles and 40 miles 
round trip, respectively per facility. 
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o 19 facilities will need to either install overlapping plastic stripping on entryways or 
roll-up doors to minimize cross drafts. These installations are assumed to be 
accomplished within a relatively short amount of time with electric or manual hand 
tools, ladders, and a minimal number of construction workers. Two workers are 
assumed to commute approximately 30 miles round trip each day driving vehicles 
with an average fuel economy of 21 mpg. In addition, the analysis assumes that one 
worker will drive a vendor truck with an average fuel economy of 6.6 mpg 
approximately 15 miles round trip per facility.  

Emission Control Devices (Baghouses) 

• Four facilities will need to install 10 emission control devices to comply with PAR 1407 
and the analysis assumes that baghouses will be the technology selected for installation. 
Each baghouse is assumed to contain 4,000 square feet of fabric. Each baghouse is 
expected to require approximately 24 watts of electric power to operate. 

• Installation of one baghouse will require one aerial lift, air compressor, forklift, and welder, 
operating four hours per day for five days. For each baghouse installation, five workers are 
assumed to commute approximately 30 miles round trip each day driving vehicles with an 
average fuel economy of 21 mpg, and one worker will drive a vendor truck with an average 
fuel economy of 6.6 mpg a distance of 15 miles round trip per affected facility.  

• Baghouses will generate approximately one additional drum (0.25 cubic yard) of waste per 
every three months per baghouse. The analysis assumes that the additional waste will be 
collected and hauled away once every three months per facility by a medium-duty truck 
with an average fuel economy of 10 mpg, traveling 40 miles round trip. 

• The analysis assumes that one additional employee may be hired to operate and maintain 
the new baghouses to be installed at four facilities.  

Timing of Construction and Operation Activities 

PAR 1407 will require building enclosures to be constructed by July 1, 2020. In addition, 
implementation of housekeeping requirements, installation of baghouses and monitoring 
equipment, completion of source testing and smoke testing are required to be completed by January 
1, 2021. Therefore, the analysis assumes that construction activities to implement the 
aforementioned requirements will overlap with each other, and that some construction activities 
may overlap with the conducting of initial source tests. 

The construction impact analysis assumes that construction will take five days to complete two 
walls to satisfy enclosure requirements, and five days to install a baghouse to satisfy emission 
control device requirements. Because some facilities will need to install multiple baghouses, is the 
analysis assumes that the installations will occur in series, with no more than one installation at a 
time per facility. PAR 1407 requires building enclosures to be completed six months before the 
emission control devices and monitoring equipment need to be installed. However, it is possible 
that some or all of the affected facilities may choose to comply early with all PAR 1407 
requirements (e.g., before July 1, 2020). While the potential for all construction activities would 
overlap at the same time is unlikely, as a worst-case scenario, the analysis assumes that two 
enclosures (construction of two walls), four enclosure improvements (roll-up doors or plastic 
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strips), four baghouses and four sets of emission control device monitoring equipment will be 
installed on the same day. 

Operational impacts will result from vehicle trips associated with contractors hired to perform 
source tests and smoke tests, hauling trips to deliver supplies and/or remove waste from baghouses, 
and electricity usage from operating baghouses. The analysis assumes that two source tests, two 
smoke tests, and one supply or waste hauling trip will occur on a peak day. A peak day will occur 
after rule adoption but prior to January 1, 2021 (e.g., the period of time when all 21 initial source 
tests are required to be conducted). 

Additionally, because of the aforementioned timing associated with the construction schedules, it 
is possible, though extremely unlikely, that a peak construction day and peak operational day could 
occur on the same day. The peak operational impacts are expected to occur during the initial source 
testing period (e.g., between rule adoption and July 1, 2020). Similarly, this same period of time 
is when all of the construction impacts are expected to occur. Therefore, a peak day during the 
construction and operational overlap phase is comprised of  the construction of two building 
enclosures (construction of two walls), four enclosure improvements (roll-up doors or plastic 
strips), four baghouses and four sets of emission control device monitoring equipment, two source 
tests, two smoke tests, and one supply delivery or waste hauling trip will occur on a peak day.  

Construction and Operational Impacts 
Criteria pollutant emissions were calculated for all off-road construction equipment and on-road 
vehicles transporting workers, vendors, and material removal and delivery during construction 
using the California Emissions Estimator Model12® (CalEEMod), version 2016.3.2. The detailed 
output reports for the CalEEMod11 runs are included in Appendix B. The following tables present 
the results of the construction air quality analysis by phase. Appendix B also contains the 
spreadsheets with the results and assumptions used for this analysis. 
 
Total operational emissions were estimated using emission factors for on-road vehicles from 
CARB’s EMFAC201712 for the following mobile sources:  heavy-duty diesel fueled trucks used 
to haul baghouse waste, medium-duty diesel fueled trucks used to deliver equipment and supplies 
and provide source testing support; light duty gasoline-fueled passenger vehicles used for 
transporting workers to facilities in order to install equipment or building enclosures, as well as 
conduct source tests and smoke tests. Table 2-4 summarizes the peak daily emissions associated 
with construction activities occurring at all affected facilities.  

11 CalEEMod is a statewide land use emissions computer model designed to provide a uniform platform for government 
agencies, land use planners, and environmental professionals to quantify potential criteria pollutant and GHG emissions 
associated with both construction and operations from a variety of land use projects. 

12 The EMFAC emissions model is developed and used by CARB to assess emissions from on-road vehicles including cars, 
trucks, and buses in California. It should be noted that EMFAC2017 has not yet been approved by U.S. EPA but does provide 
the latest emission factors available. https://www.arb.ca.gov/msei/categories.htm#onroad_motor_vehicles 
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Table 2-4 
Peak Daily Construction Emissions by Pollutant (lb/day) 

Construction Activity VOC NOx CO SOx PM10 PM2.5 
Install 1 Baghouse 0.50 3.17 3.53 0.01 0.26 0.21 

Construct 1 Building Enclosure 
(2 Walls) 0.46 4.57 2.95 0.01 0.27 0.23 

One Medium-Duty Vendor Truck Trip to 
Deliver Emission Control Device 

Monitoring Equipment or Roll-up Doors or 
Plastic Strips  

0.01 0.00 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.00 

One Light-Duty Auto Worker Trip to 
Install Emission Control Device 

Monitoring Equipment or Roll-up Doors or 
Plastic Strips  

0.02 0.19 0.10 0.00 0.02 0.01 

Subtotal: Construct One Enclosure, Install 
One Baghouse, One Vendor Trip, and One 

Worker Trip  
0.96 7.74 6.47 0.01 0.54 0.44 

Significance Threshold for Construction 75 100 550 150 150 55 
Significant? No No No No No No 

Install 4 Baghouses 1.99 12.68 14.11 0.02 1.05 0.85 
Construct 2 Enclosures (4 Walls) 0.92 9.15 5.89 0.01 0.54 0.46 

8 Medium-Duty Vendor Truck Trips to 
Deliver Emission Control Device 

Monitoring Equipment (4), and Rollup 
Doors or Plastic Strips (4) 

0.14 1.50 0.78 0.01 0.12 0.08 

16 Light-Duty Auto Worker Trips to Install 
(4) Emission Control Device Monitoring 

Equipment and (4) Roll-up Doors or Plastic 
Strips 

0.28 3.00 1.55 0.01 0.25 0.16 

Total:  4 Baghouses, 2 Enclosures (4 
Walls), 8 Vendor Deliveries, and 16 

Worker Trips 
3.34 26.32 22.34 0.05 1.97 1.54 

Significance Threshold for Construction 75 100 550 150 150 55 

Significant? No No No No No No 
Assumptions:  Installation of emission control device monitoring equipment requires 2 workers. A peak day will 
involve four baghouse installations, construction of two enclosures (two walls), four minor enclosure improvements 
and installation of emission control device monitoring equipment (anemometers, pressure gauges, data acquisition 
systems) at four facilities. Delivery of emission control device monitoring equipment or roll-up doors or plastic trips 
is assumed to require one vendor trip, and installation is assumed to require two worker trips each. See Appendix B 
for additional assumptions and calculations. 

The air quality analysis indicates that the peak daily emissions do not exceed the South Coast 
AQMD’s air quality significance thresholds for any pollutant during construction; thus, the 
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analysis concludes that the air quality impacts during construction are expected to be less than 
significant. 
 
Operational Impacts 
Table 2-5 summarizes the peak daily emissions associated with operation. A peak day of operation 
is assumed to consist of two source tests, two smoke tests, and one waste hauling trip occurring on 
the same day. Additional details of the assumptions and calculations can be found in Appendix B.  

Table 2-5 
Peak Daily Operation Emissions by Pollutant (lb/day) 

Operation Activity VOC NOx CO SOx PM10 PM2.5 
1 Light-Duty Auto Worker Trip to Conduct 

Source Testing 0.02 0.19 0.10 0.00 0.02 0.01 

1 Medium-Duty Truck Trip to Conduct 
Source Testing 0.02 0.01 0.15 0.00 0.00 0.00 

Subtotal:  1 Source Test 0.03 0.20 0.24 0.00 0.02 0.01 
Significance Threshold for Operation 55 55 550 150 150 55 

Significant? No No No No No No 
1 Light-Duty Auto Worker Trip to Conduct 

Smoke Testing 0.02 0.19 0.10 0.00 0.02 0.01 

Subtotal:  1 Smoke Test 0.02 0.19 0.10 0.00 0.02 0.01 
Significance Threshold for Operation 55 55 550 150 150 55 

Significant? No No No No No No 
1 Heavy-Duty Waste Truck Trip to Collect 

Baghouse Waste 0.02 0.48 0.10 0.00 0.02 0.01 

Subtotal:  1 Waste Haul Trip 0.02 0.48 0.10 0.00 0.02 0.01 
Significance Threshold for Operation 55 55 550 150 150 55 

Significant? No No No No No No 

Total:  2 Source Tests, 2 Smoke Tests and 1 
Waste Haul Trip 0.12 1.25 0.78 0.00 0.09 0.05 

Significance Threshold for Operation 55 55 550 150 150 55 
Significant? No No No No No No 

Assumptions:  Though unlikely, a peak day is assumed to include two source tests, two smoke tests, and 
one waste haul trip. See Appendix B for additional assumptions and calculations. 

 
The air quality analysis indicates that the peak daily emissions do not exceed the South Coast 
AQMD’s air quality significance thresholds for any pollutant during operation; thus, the analysis 
concludes that the air quality impacts during operation are expected to be less than significant. 
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Construction and Operation Overlap Impact 
Table 2-6 summarizes the peak daily emissions from overlapping construction and operation 
activities. A peak day is assumed to consist of the peak construction (construction of two 
enclosures (two walls each), four enclosure improvements (roll-up doors and plastic strips), four 
baghouses, and four sets of emission control device monitoring equipment) and operation 
activities (two source tests, two smoke tests, and one waste hauling trip) occurring on  the same 
peak day. Additional details of the assumptions and calculations can be found in Appendix B. 
According to South Coast AQMD policy, in the event that there is an overlap of construction and 
operation phases, the peak daily emissions from overlapping construction and operation activities 
should be summed and compared to the South Coast AQMD’s air quality significance thresholds 
for operation because they are more stringent than the construction air quality significance 
thresholds. 
 

Table 2-6 
Peak Daily Construction and Operation Overlap Emissions (lb/day) 

Activity VOC NOx CO SOx PM10 PM2.5 

2 Smoke Tests (2 Light-Duty Autos) 0.04 0.37 0.19 0.00 0.03 0.02 

2 Source Tests (2 Light-Duty Autos and 2 
Medium-Duty Trucks) 0.07 0.40 0.49 0.00 0.04 0.02 

1 Heavy-Duty Waste Truck Trip to Collect 
Baghouse Waste 0.02 0.48 0.10 0.00 0.02 0.01 

Install 4 Baghouses 1.99 12.68 14.11 0.02 1.05 0.85 
Construct 2 Enclosures (4 Walls) 0.92 9.15 5.89 0.01 0.54 0.46 

8 Medium-Duty Vendor Truck Trips to 
Deliver Emission Control Device 

Monitoring Equipment (4), and Rollup 
Doors or Plastic Strips (4) 

0.14 1.50 0.78 0.01 0.12 0.08 

16 Light-Duty Auto Worker Trips to Install 
(4) Emission Control Device Monitoring 

Equipment and (4) Roll-up Doors or Plastic 
Strips 

0.28 3.00 1.55 0.01 0.25 0.16 

Total 3.46 27.57 23.11 0.06 2.06 1.59 

Significance Threshold for Operationa 55 55 550 150 150 55 

Significant? No No No No No No 

aWhen construction and operation phases overlap, the operational air quality significance thresholds are applied. 
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None of the emissions during construction only, operation only, or construction and operation 
overlap exceed the South Coast AQMD’s air quality significance thresholds. Therefore, the air 
quality impacts during construction only, operation only, or construction and operation overlap are 
all considered to be less than significant. The proposed project is not expected to result in 
significant adverse air quality impacts. Since no significant air quality impacts were identified, no 
mitigation measures are necessary or required. 
 
Cumulatively Considerable Impacts 
 

Based on the foregoing analysis, since criteria pollutant project-specific air quality impacts from 
implementing PAR 1407 would not be expected to exceed any of the air quality significance 
thresholds in Table 2-2, cumulative air quality impacts are also expected to be less than significant. 
South Coast AQMD cumulative air quality significance thresholds are the same as project-specific 
air quality significance thresholds. Therefore, potential adverse impacts from implementing PAR 
1407 would not be “cumulatively considerable” as defined by CEQA Guidelines Section 
15064(h)(1) for air quality impacts. Per CEQA Guidelines Section 15064(h)(4), the mere existence 
of significant cumulative impacts caused by other projects alone shall not constitute substantial 
evidence that the proposed project’s incremental effects are cumulatively considerable.  
 
The South Coast AQMD’s guidance on addressing cumulative impacts for air quality is as follows:  
“As Lead Agency, the South Coast AQMD uses the same significance thresholds for project 
specific and cumulative impacts for all environmental topics analyzed in an Environmental 
Assessment or EIR.” “Projects that exceed the project-specific significance thresholds are 
considered by the South Coast AQMD to be cumulatively considerable. This is the reason project-
specific and cumulative significance thresholds are the same. Conversely, projects that do not 
exceed the project-specific thresholds are generally not considered to be cumulatively 
significant.”13   
 
This approach was upheld by the Court in Citizens for Responsible Equitable Environmental 
Development v. City of Chula Vista (2011) 197 Cal. App. 4th 327, 334. The Court determined that 
where it can be found that a project did not exceed the South Coast Air Quality Management 
District’s established air quality significance thresholds, the City of Chula Vista properly 
concluded that the project would not cause a significant environmental effect, nor result in a 
cumulatively considerable increase in these pollutants. The court found this determination to be 
consistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.7, stating, “The lead agency may rely on a 
threshold of significance standard to determine whether a project will cause a significant 
environmental effect.”  The court found that, “Although the project will contribute additional air 
pollutants to an existing non-attainment area, these increases are below the significance criteria…”  
“Thus, we conclude that no fair argument exists that the Project will cause a significant 
unavoidable cumulative contribution to an air quality impact.” As in Chula Vista, here the South 
Coast AQMD has demonstrated, when using accurate and appropriate data and assumptions, that 
the project will not exceed the established South Coast AQMD significance thresholds. See also, 
Rialto Citizens for Responsible Growth v. City of Rialto (2012) 208 Cal. App. 4th 899. Here again 
the court upheld the South Coast AQMD’s approach to utilizing the established air quality 
significance thresholds to determine whether the impacts of a project would be cumulatively 

13 South Coast AQMD Cumulative Impacts Working Group White Paper on Potential Control Strategies to Address Cumulative 
Impacts From Air Pollution, August 2003, Appendix D, Cumulative Impact Analysis Requirements Pursuant to CEQA, at D-
3. http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/Agendas/Environmental-Justice/cumulative-impacts-working-group/cumulative-
impacts-white-paper-appendix.pdf 
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considerable. Thus, it may be concluded that the proposed project will not contribute to a 
significant unavoidable cumulative air quality impact. Since no cumulatively significant air quality 
impacts were identified, no mitigation measures are necessary or required. 
 
III. c)  Less Than Significant Impact.  
 
Toxic Air Contaminants (TACs) During Construction and Operation 
 
Diesel powered vehicles and equipment would be utilized during construction activities. Diesel 
PM is considered a carcinogenic and chronic TAC. The construction activities will be completed 
within six months at all of the eight affected facilities, thus a Health Risk Assessment (HRA) was 
not conducted, which is consistent with the Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment 
(OEHHA) Guidance Manual (2015)14. The analysis in Section III b) and e) concluded that the 
quantity of pollutants that may be generated from implementing the proposed project would be 
less than significant during construction only, operation only, and the construction and operation 
overlap period. Because the emissions from all activities that may occur as part of implementing 
PAR1407 are at less than significant levels, the emissions that may be generated from 
implementing the proposed project would not be substantial, regardless of whether sensitive 
receptors are located near the affected facilities. Furthermore, through implementation of PAR 
1407, conducting housekeeping activities, constructing building enclosures, and installing 
emission control devices will decrease emissions of arsenic, cadmium, and nickel from non-
chromium metal melting facilities. Overall, the implementation of PAR 1407 will reduce TACs, 
an air quality benefit. Therefore, PAR 1407 is not expected to generate significant adverse TAC 
impacts from construction or expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations. 
Since no significant air quality impacts were identified for TACs, no mitigation measures are 
necessary or required. 
 
III. d)  Less Than Significant Impact.  
 
Odor Impacts 
 
Odor problems depend on individual circumstances. For example, individuals can differ quite 
markedly from the populated average in their sensitivity to odor due to any variety of innate, 
chronic or acute physiological conditions. This includes olfactory adaptation or smell fatigue (i.e., 
continuing exposure to an odor usually results in a gradual diminution or even disappearance of 
the small sensation).  
 
During both construction and operation, diesel-fueled equipment and vehicles will be operated. 
Diesel fuel is required to have a low sulfur content (e.g., 15 ppm by weight or less) in accordance 
with South Coast AQMD Rule 431.2 – Sulfur Content of Liquid Fuels15; thus, the fuel is expected 
to have minimal odor. The operation of construction equipment will occur within the confines of 
existing affected facilities. It would be expected sufficient dispersion of diesel emissions over 
distance generally occurs such that odors associated with diesel emissions may not be discernable 
to off-site receptors, depending on the location of the equipment and its distance relative to the 
nearest off-site receptor. The diesel trucks and equipment that will be operated on-site as a part of 

14 OEHHA, Air Toxics Hot Spots Program Guidance Manual for the Preparation of Health Risk Assessments, March 6, 2015. 
https://oehha.ca.gov/air/crnr/notice-adoption-air-toxics-hot-spots-program-guidance-manual-preparation-health-risk-0   

15 South Coast AQMD, Rule 431.2 – Sulfur Content of Liquid Fuels, September 15, 2000. http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-
source/rule-book/rule-iv/rule-431-2.pdf   
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construction activities will not be allowed to idle longer than five minutes per any one location in 
accordance with the CARB idling regulation16, so lingering odors from idling vehicles would not 
be expected. In addition, construction activities for constructing building enclosures and installing 
emission control devices would be temporary (completed by July 1, 2020 and January 1, 2021, 
respectively). Operation within the building enclosures and having equipment within the buildings 
vented to baghouses would be expected to reduce any odors from facilities. The use of trucks as 
part of conducting source tests, smoke tests, replacing baghouse filters, hauling waste, etc.) would 
be intermittent and occur over a relatively short period of time; therefore, the proposed project 
would not be expected to generate diesel exhaust odor greater than what is already typically present 
at the affected facilities. Thus, PAR 1407 is not expected to create significant adverse objectionable 
odors during construction or operation. Since no significant air quality impacts were identified for 
odors, no mitigation measures for odors are necessary or required. 
 
III. f) and g)  Less Than Significant Impacts.  
 
Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Impacts  
 

Significant changes in global climate patterns have recently been associated with global warming, 
an average increase in the temperature of the atmosphere near the Earth’s surface, attributed to 
accumulation of GHG emissions in the atmosphere. GHGs trap heat in the atmosphere, which in 
turn heats the surface of the Earth. Some GHGs occur naturally and are emitted to the atmosphere 
through natural processes, while others are created and emitted solely through human activities. 
The emission of GHGs through the combustion of fossil fuels (i.e., fuels containing carbon) in 
conjunction with other human activities, appears to be closely associated with global warming. 
State law defines GHG to include the following: carbon dioxide (CO2), methane (CH4), nitrous 
oxide (N2O), hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs), perfluorocarbons (PFCs), and sulfur hexafluoride (SF6) 
(Health and Safety Code Section 38505(g)). The most common GHG that results from human 
activity is CO2, followed by CH4 and N2O. 
 
Traditionally, GHGs and other global warming pollutants are perceived as solely global in their 
impacts and that increasing emissions anywhere in the world contributes to climate change 
anywhere in the world. A study conducted on the health impacts of CO2 “domes” that form over 
urban areas cause increases in local temperatures and local criteria pollutants, which have adverse 
health effects17. 
 
The analysis of GHGs is a different analysis than the analysis of criteria pollutants for the following 
reasons. For criteria pollutants, the significance thresholds are based on daily emissions because 
attainment or non-attainment is primarily based on daily exceedances of applicable ambient air 
quality standards. Further, several ambient air quality standards are based on relatively short-term 
exposure effects on human health (e.g., one-hour and eight-hour standards). Since the half-life of 
CO2 is approximately 100 years, for example, the effects of GHGs occur over a longer term which 
means they affect the global climate over a relatively long time frame. As a result, the South Coast 
AQMD’s current position is to evaluate the effects of GHGs over a longer timeframe than a single 

16 CARB, Multi-Regulation Summary (MRS) Requirements for Diesel Truck and Equipment Owners, 
https://www.arb.ca.gov/msprog/onrdiesel/documents/multirule.pdf  

17 Jacobsen, Mark Z. “Enhancement of Local Air Pollution by Urban CO2 Domes,”  Environmental Science and Technology, as 
describe in Stanford University press release on March 16, 2010 available at:  
http://news.stanford.edu/news/2010/march/urban-carbon-domes-031610.html. 
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day (i.e., annual emissions). GHG emissions are typically considered to be cumulative impacts 
because they contribute to global climate effects. 
 
The South Coast AQMD convened a “Greenhouse Gas CEQA Significance Threshold Working 
Group” to consider a variety of benchmarks and potential significant thresholds to evaluate GHG 
impacts. On December 5, 2008, the South Coast AQMD adopted an interim CEQA GHG 
Significance Threshold for projects where the South Coast AQMD is the lead agency (South Coast 
AQMD 2008). This GHG interim threshold is set at 10,000 metric tons (MT) of CO2 equivalent 
emissions (CO2eq) per year. Projects with incremental increases below this threshold will not be 
cumulatively considerable. GHG impacts from the implementation of PAR 1407 were calculated 
at the project-specific level during construction and operation activities. 
 
Table 2-7 summarizes the GHG analysis which shows that PAR 1407 may result in the generation 
of 2,096 MT per year of CO2eq, which is less than the South Coast AQMD’s air quality 
significance threshold for GHGs. The detailed calculations of project GHG emissions can be found 
in Appendix B.  
 

Table 2-7 
Summary of GHG Emissions from Affected Facilities 

Phase Activity 
CO2eq 

Emissions 
(MT/yr) 

Construction 

Enclosure Construction 0.19 
Baghouse Installation 0.40 

Medium Duty Vendor Truck Trips 
to Deliver Emission Control 
Device Monitoring Equipment, 
and Rollup Doors or Plastic Strips 

0.01 

Light Duty Auto Worker Trips to 
Install Emission Control Device 
Monitoring Equipment and Roll-
up Doors or Plastic Strips 

0.02 

Construction Subtotal 0.61 

Operation 

Smoke Test Trips 0.55 
Source Test Trips 0.21 
Baghouse Waste Hauling 0.77 
Baghouse Operation (Electricity) 0.68 
Operation Subtotal 2.20 

 
Total Emissions 2.81 
Significance Threshold 10,000 
Significant? No 

Note: 1 metric ton = 2,205 pounds. GHGs from short-term construction 
activities are amortized over 30 years. 
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As shown in Table 2-7, the South Coast AQMD air quality significance threshold for GHGs would 
not be exceeded. For this reason, implementing the proposed project would not be expected to 
generate significant adverse cumulative GHG air quality impacts. Further, as noted in Section III. 
a), implementation of PAR 1407 would not be expected to conflict with an applicable plan, policy 
or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing criteria pollutants and the same is true for GHG 
emissions since GHG emissions would not be impacted in any way by PAR 1407. Therefore, GHG 
impacts are not considered significant. Since no significant air quality impacts were identified for 
GHGs, no mitigation measures are necessary or required. 
  
Conclusion 
Based upon these considerations, significant air quality and GHG emissions impacts are not 
expected from implementing PAR 1407. Since no significant air quality and GHG emissions 
impacts were identified, no mitigation measures are necessary or required.  
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 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. 
Would the project: 

    

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either 
directly or through habitat 
modifications, on any species 
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or 
special status species in local or 
regional plans, policies, or regulations, 
or by the California Department of Fish 
and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service? 

    

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on 
any riparian habitat or other sensitive 
natural community identified in local 
or regional plans, policies, or 
regulations, or by the California 
Department of Fish and Game or U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service? 

    

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on 
federally protected wetlands as defined 
by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act 
(including, but not limited to, marsh, 
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct 
removal, filling, hydrological 
interruption, or other means? 

    

d) Interfere substantially with the 
movement of any native resident or 
migratory fish or wildlife species or 
with established native resident or 
migratory wildlife corridors, or impede 
the use of native wildlife nursery sites? 

    

e) Conflict with any local policies or 
ordinances protecting biological 
resources, such as a tree preservation 
policy or ordinance?  

    

f) Conflict with the provisions of an 
adopted Habitat Conservation plan, 
Natural Community Conservation 
Plan, or other approved local, regional, 
or state habitat conservation plan?  

    
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Significance Criteria 
Impacts on biological resources will be considered significant if any of the following criteria 
apply:  

- The project results in a loss of plant communities or animal habitat considered to be 
rare, threatened or endangered by federal, state or local agencies. 

- The project interferes substantially with the movement of any resident or migratory 
wildlife species. 

- The project adversely affects aquatic communities through construction or operation of 
the project. 

Discussion 
PAR 1407 will reduce emissions of arsenic, cadmium and nickel from non-chromium metal 
melting operations by revising emission standards, establishing monitoring provisions for air 
pollution control equipment, adding building enclosure provisions to limit fugitive emissions, and 
updating housekeeping, source testing, and monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting 
requirements. Of the 54 facilities in South Coast AQMD’s jurisdiction that are subject to PAR 
1407, all 54 facilities would be required to conduct housekeeping, four facilities would need to 
install emission control devices (e.g., baghouses), four facilities would need to construct building 
enclosures, 19 facilities would need to make minor improvements, 19 facilities would be required 
to conduct periodic smoke tests, eight facilities would need to install emission control device 
monitoring equipment, and 13 facilities would be required to conduct periodic source testing. 
 
IV. a), b), c), & d)  No Impact. Implementation of PAR 1407 would occur at existing affected 
facilities, which are located in industrial areas. Thus, PAR 1407 is not expected to adversely affect 
in any way habitats that support riparian habitat, federally protected wetlands, or migratory 
corridors. Similarly, special status plants, animals, or natural communities identified in local or 
regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service are not expected to be found on or in close proximity to affected 
facilities. Therefore, PAR 1407 would have no direct or indirect impacts that could adversely affect 
plant or animal species or the habitats on which they rely. PAR 1407 does not require the 
acquisition of additional land or further conversions of riparian habitats or sensitive natural 
communities where endangered or sensitive species may be found. In addition, any construction 
from the implementation of 1407 would take place at the existing facilities and would not be built 
on or near a wetland or in the path of migratory species. 
 
IV. e) & f)  No Impact. The proposed project is not expected to conflict with local policies or 
ordinances protecting biological resources or local, regional, or state conservation plans, because 
land use and other planning considerations are determined by local governments and no land use 
or planning requirements would be altered by implementation of PAR 1407. Additionally, PAR 
1407 would not conflict with any adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community 
Conservation Plan, or any other relevant habitat conservation plan, and would not create divisions 
in any existing communities because compliance with PAR 1407 would occur at existing facilities 
in previously disturbed areas which are not typically subject to Habitat or Natural Community 
Conservation Plans.  
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Conclusion 
Based upon these considerations, significant biological resource impacts are not expected from 
implementing PAR 1407. Since no significant biological resource impacts were identified, no 
mitigation measures are necessary or required.  
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 Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

V. CULTURAL AND TRIBAL 
CULTURAL RESOURCES. 
Would the project: 

    

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in 
the significance of a historical resource 
pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 
15064.5? 

    

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in 
the significance of an archaeological 
resource pursuant to CEQA Guidelines 
Section 15064.5? 

    

c)  Disturb any human remains, including 
those interred outside of dedicated 
cemeteries? 

    

d)  Cause a substantial adverse change in 
the significance of a tribal cultural 
resource as defined in Public Resources 
Code §21074, as either a site, feature, 
place, cultural landscape that is 
geographically defined in terms of the 
size and scope of the landscape, sacred 
place, or object with cultural value to a 
California Native American Tribe, and 
that is either: 

    

• Listed or eligible for listing in the 
California Register of Historical 
Resources, or in a local register of 
historical resources as defined in 
Public Resources Code §5020.1(k)? 

    

• A resource determined by the lead 
agency, in its discretion and 
supported by substantial evidence, 
to be significant pursuant to criteria 
set forth in Public Resources Code 
§5024.1(c)?  (In applying the 
criteria set forth in Public Resources 
Code §5024.1(c), the lead agency 
shall consider the significance of the 
resource to a California Native 
American tribe.) 

    
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Significance Criteria 
Impacts to cultural resources will be considered significant if: 
- The project results in the disturbance of a significant prehistoric or historic archaeological 

site or a property of historic or cultural significance, or tribal cultural significance to a 
community or ethnic or social group or a California Native American tribe. 

- Unique resources or objects with cultural value to a California Native American tribe are 
present that could be disturbed by construction of the proposed project. 

- The project would disturb human remains. 
 
Discussion 
PAR 1407 will reduce emissions of arsenic, cadmium and nickel from non-chromium metal 
melting operations by revising emission standards, establishing monitoring provisions for air 
pollution control equipment, adding building enclosure provisions to limit fugitive emissions, and 
updating housekeeping, source testing, and monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting 
requirements. Of the 54 facilities in South Coast AQMD’s jurisdiction that are subject to PAR 
1407, all 54 facilities would be required to conduct housekeeping, four facilities would need to 
install emission control devices (e.g., baghouses), four facilities would need to construct building 
enclosures, 19 facilities would need to make minor improvements, 19 facilities would be required 
to conduct periodic smoke tests, eight facilities would need to install emission control device 
monitoring equipment, and 13 facilities would be required to conduct periodic source testing. 
 
V. a)  No Impact. There are existing laws in place that are designed to protect and mitigate 
potential impacts to cultural resources. For example, CEQA Guidelines state that generally, a 
resource shall be considered “historically significant” if the resource meets the criteria for listing 
in the California Register of Historical Resources, which include the following: 

- Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of 
California’s history and cultural heritage; 

- Is associated with the lives of persons important in our past; 
- Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of construction, 

or represent the work of an important creative individual, or possesses high artistic values;  
- Has yielded or may likely to yield information important in prehistory or history (CEQA 

Guidelines Section 15064.5). 
 
Buildings, structures, and other potential culturally significant resources that are less than 50 years 
old are generally excluded from listing in the National Register of Historic Places, unless they are 
shown to be exceptionally important. Buildings or structures that may be affected by PAR 1407 
are used for industrial purposes and would generally not be considered to be historically 
significant, since they would not have any of the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, 
or method of construction, or represents the work of an important creative individual, or possesses 
high artistic values. Therefore, PAR 1407 is not expected to cause any impacts to significant 
historic cultural resources.  
 
V. b), c), & d)  No Impact. Construction-related activities are expected to be confined within the 
affected existing industrial facilities with the implementation of PAR 1407. Thus, PAR 1407 is 
not expected to require physical changes to the environment which may disturb paleontological or 
archaeological resources. Furthermore, it is envisioned that these areas are already either devoid 
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of significant cultural resources or whose cultural resources have been previously disturbed. 
Therefore, PAR 1407 has no potential to cause a substantial adverse change to a historical or 
archaeological resource, directly or indirectly to destroy a unique paleontological resource or site 
or unique geologic feature, or to disturb any human remains, including those interred outside 
formal cemeteries. Implementing PAR 1407 is, therefore, not anticipated to result in any activities 
or promote any programs that could have a significant adverse impact on cultural resources. 
 
PAR 1407 is not expected to require physical changes to a site, feature, place, cultural landscape, 
sacred place or object with cultural value to a California Native American Tribe. Furthermore, 
PAR 1407 is not expected to result in a physical change to a resource determined to be eligible for 
inclusion or listed in the California Register of Historical Resources or included in a local register 
of historical resources. Similarly PAR 1407 is not expected to result in a physical change to a 
resource determined by the South Coast AQMD to be significant to any tribe. For these reasons, 
PAR 1407 is not expected to cause any substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal 
cultural resource as defined in Public Resources Code Section 21074. 
 
As part of releasing this CEQA document for public review and comment, the South Coast AQMD 
also provided a formal notice of the proposed project to all California Native American Tribes 
(Tribes) that requested to be on the Native American Heritage Commission’s (NAHC) notification 
list per Public Resources Code Section 21080.3.1(b)(1). The NAHC notification list provides a 30-
day period during which a Tribe may respond to the formal notice, in writing, requesting 
consultation on the proposed project. 
 
In the event that a Tribe submits a written request for consultation during this 30-day period, the 
South Coast AQMD will initiate a consultation with the Tribe within 30 days of receiving the 
request in accordance with Public Resources Code Section 21080.3.1(b). Consultation ends when 
either:  1) both parties agree to measures to avoid or mitigate a significant effect on a Tribal 
Cultural Resource and agreed upon mitigation measures shall be recommended for inclusion in the 
environmental document [see Public Resources Code Section 21082.3(a)]; or, 2) either party, 
acting in good faith and after reasonable effort, concludes that mutual agreement cannot be reached 
[see Public Resources Code Section 21080.3.2(b)(1)-(2) and Section 21080.3.1(b)(1)]. 

Conclusion 
Based upon these considerations, significant adverse cultural resources impacts are not expected 
from implementing PAR 1407. Since no significant cultural resources impacts were identified, no 
mitigation measures are necessary or required. 
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 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

VI. ENERGY. Would the project:     
a) Conflict with or obstruct adopted 

energy conservation plans, a state or 
local plan for renewable energy, or 
energy efficiency?  

    

b) Result in the need for new or 
substantially altered power or natural 
gas utility systems?  

    

c) Create any significant effects on local 
or regional energy supplies and on 
requirements for additional energy?  

    

d) Create any significant effects on peak 
and base period demands for electricity 
and other forms of energy?  

    

e) Comply with existing energy 
standards?  

    

f) Result in potentially significant 
environmental impact due to wasteful, 
inefficient, or unnecessary 
consumption of energy resources, 
during project construction or 
operation? 

    

g) Require or result in the relocation or 
construction of new or expanded 
electric power, natural gas or 
telecommunication facilities, the 
construction or relocation of which 
could cause significant environmental 
effects? 

    

Significance Criteria 
Impacts to energy resources will be considered significant if any of the following criteria are 
met:  

- The project conflicts with adopted energy conservation plans or standards. 
- The project results in substantial depletion of existing energy resource supplies. 
- An increase in demand for utilities impacts the current capacities of the electric and natural 

gas utilities. 
- The project uses energy resources in a wasteful and/or inefficient manner. 

Discussion 
PAR 1407 will reduce emissions of arsenic, cadmium and nickel from non-chromium metal 
melting operations by revising emission standards, establishing monitoring provisions for air 
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pollution control equipment, adding building enclosure provisions to limit fugitive emissions, and 
updating housekeeping, source testing, and monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting 
requirements. Of the 54 facilities in South Coast AQMD’s jurisdiction that are subject to PAR 
1407, all 54 facilities would be required to conduct housekeeping, four facilities would need to 
install emission control devices (e.g., baghouses), four facilities would need to construct building 
enclosures, 19 facilities would need to make minor improvements, 19 facilities would be required 
to conduct periodic smoke tests, eight facilities would need to install emission control device 
monitoring equipment, and 13 facilities would be required to conduct periodic source testing. 
 
VI. a), e) & f)  No Impact. PAR 1407 is not expected to conflict with any adopted energy 
conservation plans or violate any energy conservation standards because existing facilities would 
be expected to continue implementing any existing energy conservation plans that are currently in 
place regardless of whether PAR 1407 is implemented. The implementation of PAR 1407 will 
apply to existing facilities; however, it will also apply to any new non-chromium metal melting 
facilities in the future. South Coast AQMD staff is not aware of any new facilities planned to be 
constructed in the immediate future and is unable to predict or forecast, when, if any, would be 
built in the long-term. Any energy resources that may be necessary to install building enclosures, 
baghouses, and monitoring equipment, and conduct source tests and smoke tests would be used to 
achieve reductions in arsenic, cadmium, and nickel; and therefore, would not be using non-
renewable resources in a wasteful manner. For these reasons, PAR 1407 is not expected to conflict 
with energy conservation plans or existing energy standards, or use non-renewable resources in a 
wasteful manner.  
 
VI. b), c), d), & g)  Less Than Significant Impact. Implementation of PAR 1497 will result in 
the construction of baghouses and building enclosures, and the installation of emission control 
device monitoring equipment. Once baghouses are operational, electricity will be used to power 
blowers to draw exhaust fumes through the baghouses. The increased electricity to power 10 new 
baghouses will not result in a need for new or substantially altered power systems, because the 
baghouses will be served by existing power supplies. The projected increased electricity demands 
that may result from PAR 1407 are presented in Table 2-8. 
 

Table 2-8 
Increases in Electricity Demand For Operating Baghouses 

Equipment Energy Demand (GWhr)c 
Baghousea 0.002 

South Coast AQMD Jurisdiction 
Electricity End Use Consumptionb 120,210 

Total Increase Above Baseline 0.000002% 
Significance Threshold 1% 

Significant? No 
Notes: 
a) This analysis assumes baghouse blowers operate at 75 kilowatts, 24 hours per day, 365 days per year 
b) South Coast AQMD, 2016 Air Quality Management Plan, Chapter 10 (https://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-

source/clean-air-plans/air-quality-management-plans/2016-air-quality-management-plan/final-2016-
aqmp/chapter10.pdf?sfvrsn=4) 

c) One GWhr (Gigawatt-hour) = 10^9 watt-hours 
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Implementing PAR 1407 would not require utilities providing additional electricity to the affected 
facilities to substantially alter their power systems because any additional energy needed can be 
provided from existing supplies. Further, since natural gas would not be needed to implement any 
of the physical changes that may occur as part of implementing PAR 1407, no change to existing 
natural gas supplies and usage would be expected to occur. In addition, because PAR 1407 will 
not require new facilities to be constructed and because new energy demands can be satisfied from 
existing power systems, implementation PAR 1407 would not result in the relocation or 
construction of new or expanded electric power, natural gas or telecommunication facilities. 
 
Fuel Usage during Construction 
During construction, portable construction equipment (e.g., welders, cranes, etc.) used to construct 
building enclosures and install baghouses will consume diesel fuel, as will vendor trucks that 
provide deliveries of equipment and building materials. Gasoline will be required to operate 
workers’ vehicles as they commute to the construction sites as well. 
 
To estimate “worst-case” energy impacts associated with construction activities, South Coast 
AQMD staff estimated the total gasoline and diesel fuel consumption for each affected facility 
during construction and operation based on CARB’s OFFROAD2011 model. 
 
CalEEMod version 2016.3.2 was used to calculate construction emissions for baghouse installation 
and building enclosure construction (two walls per facility) which was determined from the default 
trip lengths for construction worker commute trips (e.g., 30 miles per worker round trip to/from 
the construction site per day) and vendor trips (e.g., 15 miles per vendor round trip to/from the 
construction site per day). Additional worker trips and vendor trips were modeled to account for 
additional minor enclosure improvements at 19 facilities and emission control device monitoring 
equipment installation at eight facilities. Worker trips were assumed to occur in gasoline vehicles, 
getting a fuel economy rate of approximately 21 mpg, and vendor truck trips were assumed to be 
fueled by diesel, getting approximately 10 mpg. Table 2-9 summarizes the projected fuel use 
impacts associated with construction activities. Detailed fuel use calculations can be found in 
Appendix B. 
 

Table 2-9 
Annual Total Projected Fuel Usage for Construction Activities 

  Diesel Gasoline 
Projected Operational Energy Use 

(gal/yr)a 158 520 

Year 2017 South Coast AQMD 
Jurisdiction Estimated Fuel 

Demand (gal/yr)b 
775,000,000 7,086,000,000 

Total Increase Above Baseline 0.00002% 0.000007% 
Significance Threshold 1% 1% 

Significant? No No 
Notes: 
a) Estimated peak fuel usage from construction activities. Diesel usage estimates are based on the vendor trips 

and off-road equipment. Gasoline usage estimates are derived from worker trips. 
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b) California Annual Retail Fuel Outlet Report Results (CEC-A15) Spreadsheets, 2017 California Energy 
Commission (http://www.energy.ca.gov/almanac/transportation_data/gasoline/piira_retail_survey.html). 
[Accessed June 21, 2019.] 

 
The 2017 California Annual Retail Fuel Outlet Report Results from the California Energy 
Commission (CEC) show that 775 million gallons of diesel and 7,086 million gallons of gasoline 
were consumed in 2017 in the Basin. Thus, even if an additional 158 gallons of diesel and 520 
gallons of gasoline are consumed during construction, the fuel usages are 0.00002% and 0.00007% 
above the 2017 baseline for diesel and gasoline, respectively, and both projected increases are well 
below the South Coast AQMD’s significance threshold for fuel supply. Thus, no significant 
adverse impact on fuel supplies would be expected during construction.  
 
Fuel Usage during Operation 
Once construction is completed, waste generated from 10 baghouses at four facilities will need to 
be collected and hauled away at least once every three months by diesel trucks. Further, diesel-
fueled source testing support trucks and gasoline-fueled source testing worker vehicles will travel 
to 13 facilities to conduct 21 source tests, once every five years. In addition, gasoline-fueled 
vehicles will be used to transport technicians to perform smoke tests at 19 facilities every six 
months. The analysis assumes that each source testing, smoke test and waste hauling trip will be 
40 miles round trip. The analysis assumes an average fuel economy of 21 mpg for gasoline-fueled 
passenger vehicles, 10 mpg for diesel-fueled source testing trucks, and 6.6 mpg for diesel-fueled 
hauling trucks. The projected fuel demand during operation is presented in Table 2-10. 
 

Table 2-10 
Annual Total Projected Fuel Usage for Operation Activities 

  Diesel Gasoline 
Projected Operational Energy Use 

(gal/yr)a 157 112 

Year 2017 South Coast AQMD 
Jurisdiction Estimated Fuel 

Demand (gal/yr)b 
775,000,000 7,086,000,000 

Total Increase Above Baseline 0.00002% 0.000002% 
Significance Threshold 1% 1% 

Significant? No No 
Notes: 
a) Estimated peak fuel usage from construction activities. Diesel usage estimates are based on source test and 

hauling trips. Gasoline usage estimates are derived from source test and smoke test trips. 
b) California Annual Retail Fuel Outlet Report Results (CEC-A15) Spreadsheets, 2017 California Energy 

Commission (http://www.energy.ca.gov/almanac/transportation_data/gasoline/piira_retail_survey.html). 
[Accessed June 21, 2019.] 

Operational gasoline truck usage is only expected to consume about 112 gallons of gasoline, 
approximately 0.000002% of the annual gasoline supply. Diesel operated heavy duty truck usage 
could consume 157 gallons of diesel, which is only 0.00002% of the annual diesel supply. The 
projected increased use of gasoline and diesel fuels as a result of implementing PAR 1407 are well 
below the South Coast AQMD significance threshold for fuel supply. Thus, no significant adverse 
impact on fuel supplies would be expected during operation.  
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Based on the foregoing analyses, the construction and operation-related activities associated with 
the implementation of PAR 1407 would not use energy in a wasteful manner and would not result 
in substantial depletion of existing energy resource supplies, create a significant demand of energy 
when compared to existing supplies. Thus, there are no significant adverse energy impacts 
associated with the implementation of PAR 1407. 
 
Conclusion 
Based upon these considerations, significant adverse energy impacts are not expected from 
implementing PAR 1407. Since no significant energy impacts were identified, no mitigation 
measures are necessary or required. 
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 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

VII. GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the 
project: 

    

a) Directly or indirectly cause potential 
substantial adverse effects, including 
the risk of loss, injury, or death 
involving: 

    

• Rupture of a known earthquake 
fault, as delineated on the most 
recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake 
Fault Zoning Map issued by the 
State Geologist for the area or 
based on other substantial 
evidence of a known fault? 

    

• Strong seismic ground shaking?     
• Seismic-related ground failure, 

including liquefaction? 
    

• Landslides?     

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the 
loss of topsoil? 

    

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil 
that is unstable or that would become 
unstable as a result of the project, and 
potentially result in on- or off-site 
landslide, lateral spreading, 
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse? 

    

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined 
in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform 
Building Code (1994), creating 
substantial direct or indirect risks to life 
or property? 

    

e) Have soils incapable of adequately 
supporting the use of septic tanks or 
alternative wastewater disposal 
systems where sewers are not available 
for the disposal of wastewater? 

    

f) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique 
paleontological resource or site or 
unique geological feature? 

    
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Significance Criteria 
Impacts on the geological environment will be considered significant if any of the following 
criteria apply:  

- Topographic alterations would result in significant changes, disruptions, displacement, 
excavation, compaction or over covering of large amounts of soil. 

- Unique geological resources (paleontological resources or unique outcrops) are present that 
could be disturbed by the construction of the proposed project. 

- Exposure of people or structures to major geologic hazards such as earthquake surface 
rupture, ground shaking, liquefaction or landslides. 

- Secondary seismic effects could occur which could damage facility structures, e.g., 
liquefaction. 

- Other geological hazards exist which could adversely affect the facility, e.g., landslides, 
mudslides. 

- Unique paleontological resources or sites or unique geologic features are present that could 
be directly or indirectly destroyed by the proposed project.  

Discussion 
PAR 1407 will reduce emissions of arsenic, cadmium and nickel from non-chromium metal 
melting operations by revising emission standards, establishing monitoring provisions for air 
pollution control equipment, adding building enclosure provisions to limit fugitive emissions, and 
updating housekeeping, source testing, and monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting 
requirements. Of the 54 facilities in South Coast AQMD’s jurisdiction that are subject to PAR 
1407, all 54 facilities would be required to conduct housekeeping, four facilities would need to 
install emission control devices (e.g., baghouses), four facilities would need to construct building 
enclosures, 19 facilities would need to make minor improvements, 19 facilities would be required 
to conduct periodic smoke tests, eight facilities would need to install emission control device 
monitoring equipment, and 13 facilities would be required to conduct periodic source testing. 
 
VII. a)  No Impact. PAR 1407 would result in construction activities at existing affected facilities 
located in developed industrial settings. Affected facilities are expected to make building 
improvements on existing structures to construct building enclosures and install emission control 
devices, such that only minor site preparation is anticipated. Further, the proposed project does not 
cause or require a new facility to be constructed. Therefore, PAR 1407 is not expected to adversely 
affect geophysical conditions in the District.  
 
Southern California is an area of known seismic activity. As part of the issuance of building 
permits, local jurisdictions are responsible for assuring that the Uniform Building Code is adhered 
to and can conduct inspections to ensure compliance. The Uniform Building code is considered to 
be a standard safeguard against major structural failures and loss of life. The basic formulas used 
for the Uniform building Code seismic design require determination of the seismic zone and site 
coefficient, which represents the foundation condition at the site. The Uniform Building Code 
requirements also consider liquefaction potential and establish stringent requirements for building 
foundations in areas potentially subject to liquefaction. The modification of existing structures at 
existing facilities to complete minor upgrades to comply with enclosure requirements and the 
construction of new building enclosures and baghouses would be expected to conform to the 
Uniform Building Code and all other applicable state and local building codes. Structures must be 
designed to comply with the Uniform Building Code Zone 4 requirements if they are located in a 
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seismically active area. The Uniform Building Code is considered to be a standard safeguard 
against major structural failures and loss of life. Thus, PAR 1407 would not alter the exposure of 
people or property to geological hazards such as earthquakes, landslides, mudslides, ground 
failure, or other natural hazards. As a result, substantial exposure of people or structures to the risk 
of loss, injury, or death involving the rupture of an earthquake fault, seismic ground shaking, 
ground failure or landslides is not anticipated.  
 
VII. b)  Less than Significant Impact. Since PAR 1407 would require the modification of 
existing buildings to satisfy the requirements to construct building enclosure and install emission 
control devices, construction activities such as minor grading may be necessary to prepare a level 
foundation in the affected areas. As such, temporary erosion resulting from grading activities could 
occur if any areas need to be graded. However, grading activities and any associated temporary 
erosion that may occur are expected to be relatively minimal since the existing facilities are 
generally flat and have previously been graded and paved. In addition, only four facilities would 
require the addition of two walls per facility to be constructed on four existing partial enclosures, 
and each existing partial enclosure would be expected to already be on a relatively level 
foundation. For this reason, no unstable earth conditions or changes in geologic substructures are 
expected to result from implementing PAR 1407. Therefore, impacts to the loss of topsoil and soil 
erosion are less than significant. 
 
VII. c)  No Impact. Since PAR 1407 will affect existing facilities, it is expected that the soil types 
present at the affected facilities will not be made further susceptible to expansion or liquefaction. 
Furthermore, subsidence is not anticipated to be a problem since only minor construction for 
building improvements are expected to occur at affected facilities. The areas, where the existing 
facilities are located are not envisioned to be prone to new landslide impacts or have unique 
geologic features since the existing facilities are currently operational. Thus, the proposed project 
would not be expected to increase or exacerbate any existing risks at the affected facility locations. 
Implementation of PAR 1407 would not involve re-locating facilities on a geologic unit or soil 
that is unstable or that would become unstable as a result of the project; therefore, it would not be 
expected to potentially result in on-or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction 
or collapse. No impacts are anticipated.  
 
VII. d) & e)  No Impact. The implementation of PAR 1407 involves facilities making building 
improvements such as constructing building enclosures, installing emission control devices, 
conducting source tests and smoke tests, installing monitoring equipment on and maintaining 
emission control devices, and conducting housekeeping activities. All of these activities are 
expected to be confined within the property lines of each affected facility. Further, PAR 1407 
would not require the installation of septic tanks or other alternative wastewater disposal systems 
since each affected facility would be expected to have an existing sanitary system that is connected 
to the local sewer system. Therefore, no persons or property will be exposed to new impacts related 
to expansive soils or soils incapable of supporting water disposal. Thus, the implementation of 
PAR 1407 will not adversely affect soils associated with a installing a new septic system or 
alternative wastewater disposal system or modifying an existing sewer.  
 
VII. f)  No Impact. PAR 1407 would result in construction activities at existing affected facilities 
located in developed industrial settings. Affected facilities are expected to make building 
improvements on existing structures to construct building enclosures and install emission control 
devices, such that only minor site preparation is anticipated. Further, the proposed project does not 
cause or require a new facility to be constructed. No previously undisturbed land that may contain 
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a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geological feature will be affected. Therefore, 
PAR 1407 is not expected to directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or 
site or unique geological feature. 
 
Conclusion 
Based upon these considerations, significant adverse geology and soils impacts are not expected 
from the implementation of PAR 1407. Since no significant geology and soils impacts were 
identified, no mitigation measures are necessary or required.  
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 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No Impact 

VIII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS 
MATERIALS. Would the project: 

    

a) Create a significant hazard to the public 
or the environment through the routine 
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous 
materials? 

    

b) Create a significant hazard to the public 
or the environment through reasonably 
foreseeable upset and accident 
conditions involving the release of 
hazardous materials into the 
environment? 

    

c) Emit hazardous emissions, or handle 
hazardous or acutely hazardous 
materials, substances, or waste within 
one-quarter mile of an existing or 
proposed school? 

    

d)  Be located on a site which is included 
on a list of hazardous materials sites 
compiled pursuant to Government 
Code §65962.5 and, as a result, would 
create a significant hazard to the public 
or the environment? 

    

e) For a project located within an airport 
land use plan or, where such a plan has 
not been adopted, within two miles of a 
public airport or public use airport, 
would the project result in a safety 
hazard for people residing or working 
in the project area? 

    

f) Impair implementation of or physically 
interfere with an adopted emergency 
response plan or emergency evacuation 
plan? 

    

g) Significantly increased fire hazard in 
areas with flammable materials? 

    
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Significance Criteria 
Impacts associated with hazards will be considered significant if any of the following occur:  

- Non-compliance with any applicable design code or regulation. 
- Non-conformance to National Fire Protection Association standards. 
- Non-conformance to regulations or generally accepted industry practices related to operating 

policy and procedures concerning the design, construction, security, leak detection, spill 
containment or fire protection. 

- Exposure to hazardous chemicals in concentrations equal to or greater than the Emergency 
Response Planning Guideline (ERPG) 2 levels. 

Discussion 
PAR 1407 will reduce emissions of arsenic, cadmium and nickel from non-chromium metal 
melting operations by revising emission standards, establishing monitoring provisions for air 
pollution control equipment, adding building enclosure provisions to limit fugitive emissions, and 
updating housekeeping, source testing, and monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting 
requirements. Of the 54 facilities in South Coast AQMD’s jurisdiction that are subject to PAR 
1407, all 54 facilities would be required to conduct housekeeping, four facilities would need to 
install emission control devices (e.g., baghouses), four facilities would need to construct building 
enclosures, 19 facilities would need to make minor improvements, 19 facilities would be required 
to conduct periodic smoke tests, eight facilities would need to install emission control device 
monitoring equipment, and 13 facilities would be required to conduct periodic source testing. 
 
VIII. a) & b)  Less than Significant Impact. PAR 1407 has been developed to reduce public 
health impacts and exposure to nickel, arsenic, and cadmium. Facilities are expected to install 
emission control devices,  construct building enclosures and take actions to minimize cross-draft 
conditions, thereby reducing fugitive emissions. Additionally, facilities will be required to comply 
with the new housekeeping requirements in PAR 1407 that will also have the effect of preventing 
fugitive emissions and consequently reducing the potential for the public and the environment to 
be exposed to nickel, arsenic, and cadmium.  
 
Facilities with existing air pollution control equipment currently recycle or haul away hazardous 
waste or materials off-site to a hazardous waste landfill. There are new requirements in PAR 1407 
that would require dust emitting waste to be transported in sealed containers. This will decrease 
the risk of hazardous waste exposure to the public and environment by limiting its potential release. 
Thus, no new significant hazards are expected to the public or environment through the continued 
routine transport, disposal or recycling of arsenic, cadmium, and nickel waste generated at metal 
melting facilities. Therefore, PAR 1407 is not expected to create a new significant hazard to the 
public or environment through reasonably foreseeable upset conditions involving the release of 
hazardous materials into the environment.  
 
VIII. c)  Less than Significant Impact. Of the 54 facilities subject to PAR 1407, there are five 
facilities located within one-quarter mile of a school. However, four of the five facilities will 
construct building enclosures, install roll-up doors or plastic strips on enclosure openings; one 
facility already has a full building enclosure in place so no additional construction will be needed 
at this facility. Source testing will be required at three of the five facilities. Nonetheless, the 
construction activities are expected to be minor and any required source testing after construction 
is complete is not expected to generate additional hazards at the affected facilities. Rather, 
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housekeeping requirements and improvements to complete building enclosures will minimize 
fugitive emissions. These facilities and the names of the schools and their proximities are identified 
in Appendix C.  
 
Further, PAR 1407 does not include new requirements or alter existing requirements for hazardous 
waste disposal. For this reason, all 54 facilities, including the five that are located within one-
quarter mile of a school, are expected to continue to take the appropriate and required actions to 
ensure proper handling of existing quantities of hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, 
substances or wastes that are currently generated.  
 
VIII. d)  No Impact. Government Code Section 65962.5 refers to hazardous waste handling 
practices at facilities subject to the Resources Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Nine of 
the 54 facilities, presented in Appendix C are identified on lists of California Department of Toxics 
Substances Control hazardous waste facilities per Government Code Section 65962.5. 
Implementation of PAR 1407 will limit the exposure to nickel, arsenic, and cadmium and reduce 
public health impacts from exposure to fugitive and point sources by requiring facilities to 
construct building enclosures, install emission control devices, implement housekeeping 
requirements, conduct source tests and smoke tests, install monitoring equipment, and maintain 
emission control equipment. Further, PAR 1407 would require metal waste to be stored in covered 
containers while awaiting transport, which decreases the risk of emissions and contact with 
hazardous waste. PAR 1407 is not expected to interfere with existing hazardous waste 
management programs since facilities handling hazardous waste would be expected to continue to 
manage any and all hazardous materials and hazardous waste, in accordance with applicable 
federal, state, and local rules and regulations. Therefore, compliance with PAR 1407 would not 
create a new significant hazard to the public or environment. 
 
VIII. e)  No Impact. Federal Aviation Administration regulation, 14 CFR Part 77 – Safe, Efficient 
Use and Preservation of the Navigable Airspace, provide information regarding the types of 
projects that may affect navigable airspace. Projects may adversely affect navigable airspace if 
they involve construction or alteration of structures greater than 200 feet above ground level within 
a specified distance from the nearest runway or objects within 20,000 feet of an airport or seaplane 
base with at least one runway more than 3,200 feet in length and the object would exceed a slope 
of 100:1 horizontally (100 feet horizontally for each one foot vertically from the nearest point of 
the runway). 
 
Four of the 54 facilities identified in Appendix C are located within two miles of an airport. 
However, construction at these facilities will consist of installation of building enclosures, 
emission control devices, roll-up doors or plastic strips on enclosure openings, and all of these 
installations will be limited to the existing height of the facilities, well below the 200 feet limit 
specified in 14 CFR Part 77. Therefore, implementation of PAR 1407 is not expected to increase 
or create any new safety hazards to peoples working or residing in the vicinity of public/private 
airports. 
 
VIII. f)  No Impact. Health and Safety Code Section 25506 specifically requires all businesses 
handling hazardous materials to submit a business emergency response plan to assist local 
administering agencies in the emergency release or threatened release of a hazardous material. 
Business emergency response plans generally require the following:  
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• Identification of individuals who are responsible for various actions, including 
reporting, assisting emergency response personnel and establishing an emergency 
response team; 

• Procedures to notify the administering agency, the appropriate local emergency 
rescue personnel, and the California Office of Emergency Services;  

• Procedures to mitigate a release or threatened release to minimize any potential 
harm or damage to persons, property or the environment; 

• Procedures to notify the necessary persons who can respond to an emergency within 
the facility; 

• Details of evacuation plans and procedures; 

• Descriptions of the emergency equipment available in the facility; 

• Identification of local emergency medical assistance; and, 

• Training (initial and refresher) programs for employees in: 
1. The safe handling of hazardous materials used by the business; 
2. Methods of working with the local public emergency response agencies; 
3. The use of emergency response resources under control of the handler; 
4. Other procedures and resources that will increase public safety and prevent or 

mitigate a release of hazardous materials. 

In general, every county or city and all facilities using a minimum amount of hazardous materials 
are required to formulate detailed contingency plans to eliminate, or at least minimize, the 
possibility and effect of fires, explosion, or spills. In conjunction with the California Office of 
Emergency Services, local jurisdictions have enacted ordinances that set standards for area and 
business emergency response plans. These requirements include immediate notification, 
mitigation of an actual or threatened release of a hazardous material, and evacuation of the 
emergency area.  
 
Emergency response plans are typically prepared in coordination with the local city or county 
emergency plans to ensure the safety of not only the public (surrounding local communities), but 
the facility employees as well. The proposed project would not impair the implementation of, or 
physically interfere with any adopted emergency response plans or emergency evacuation plans 
that may be in place at existing facilities. The building improvements necessary at 14 existing 
facilities to comply with PAR 1407 enclosure requirements and the installation of emission control 
devices at four facilities may require an update of each affected facility’s existing emergency 
response plan to reflect the building modifications; however, the act of modifying an emergency 
response plan to reflect these anticipated building modifications will not create any environmental 
impacts. Therefore, PAR 1407 is not expected to impair the implementation of or physically 
interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan.  
 
VIII. g)  Less Than Significant Impact. The Uniform Fire Code and Uniform Building Code set 
standards intended to minimize risks from flammable or otherwise hazardous materials. Local 
jurisdictions are required to adopt the uniform codes or comparable regulations. Local fire agencies 
require permits for the use or storage of hazardous materials and permit modifications for proposed 
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increases in their use. Permit conditions depend on the type and quantity of the hazardous materials 
at the facility. Permit conditions may include, but are not limited to, specifications for sprinkler 
systems, electrical systems, ventilation, and containment. The fire departments make annual 
business inspections to ensure compliance with permit conditions and other appropriate 
regulations. Further, businesses are required to report increases in the storage or use of flammable 
and otherwise hazardous materials to local fire departments. Local fire departments ensure that 
adequate permit conditions are in place to protect against the potential risk of upset. PAR 1407 
would not change the existing requirements and permit conditions for the proper handling of 
flammable materials. Further, PAR 1407 does not contain any requirements that would prompt 
facility owners/operators to begin using new flammable materials. In addition, the National Fire 
Protection Association has special designations for deflagrations (e.g., explosion prevention) when 
using materials that may be explosive. Therefore, operators of metal melting facilities that may 
install new baghouses to meet emission control requirements are expected to comply with National 
Fire Protection requirements for explosion control. Additional information pertaining to these 
types of protective measures is available in Chapter 8 of the Industrial Ventilation, A Manual for 
Recommended Practice for Design, 28th Edition, published by the American Conference of 
Governmental Industrial Hygienists, ©2013. 

Conclusion 
Based upon these considerations, significant adverse hazards and hazardous materials impacts are 
not expected from implementing PAR 1407. Since no significant hazards and hazardous materials 
impacts were identified, no mitigation measures are necessary or required.  
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 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No Impact 

IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER 
QUALITY. Would the project: 

    

a) Violate any water quality standards, 
waste discharge requirements, or 
otherwise substantially degrade surface 
or ground water quality? 

    

b) Substantially decrease groundwater 
supplies or interfere substantially with 
groundwater recharge such that the 
project may impede sustainable 
groundwater management of the basin? 

    

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage 
pattern of the site or area, including 
through the alteration of the course of a 
stream or river or through the addition 
of impervious surfaces, in a manner 
which would:  

    

• Result in substantial erosion or 
siltation on- or off-site? 

    

• Substantially increase the rate or 
amount of surface runoff in a 
manner which would result in 
flooding on- or off-site? 

    

• Create or contribute runoff water 
which would exceed the capacity of 
existing or planned storm water 
drainage systems or provide 
substantial additional sources of 
polluted runoff? 

    

• Impede or redirect flood flows?     

d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche 
zones, risk release of pollutants due to 
project inundation? 

    

e) Conflict with or obstruct 
implementation of a water quality 
control plan or sustainable groundwater 
management plan? 

    
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 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No Impact 

f) Require or result in the relocation or 
construction of new or expanded water, 
wastewater treatment or storm water 
drainage, facilities or new storm water 
drainage facilities, the construction or 
relocation of which could cause 
significant environmental effects? 

    

g) Have sufficient water supplies available 
to serve the project and reasonably 
foreseeable future development during 
normal, dry and multiple dry years? 

    

h) Result in a determination by the 
wastewater treatment provider which 
serves or may serve the project that it 
has adequate capacity to serve the 
project’s projected demand in addition 
to the provider’s existing 
commitments? 

    

Significance Criteria 
Potential impacts on water resources will be considered significant if any of the following 
criteria apply:  
 
Water Demand:  

- The existing water supply does not have the capacity to meet the increased demands of the 
project, or the project would use more than 262,820 gallons per day of potable water. 

- The project increases demand for total water by more than five million gallons per day. 

Water Quality:  
- The project will cause degradation or depletion of ground water resources substantially 

affecting current or future uses. 
- The project will cause the degradation of surface water substantially affecting current or 

future uses. 
- The project will result in a violation of National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 

(NPDES) permit requirements. 
- The capacities of existing or proposed wastewater treatment facilities and the sanitary 

sewer system are not sufficient to meet the needs of the project. 
- The project results in substantial increases in the area of impervious surfaces, such that 

interference with groundwater recharge efforts occurs. 
- The project results in alterations to the course or flow of floodwaters. 
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Discussion 
PAR 1407 will reduce emissions of arsenic, cadmium and nickel from non-chromium metal 
melting operations by revising emission standards, establishing monitoring provisions for air 
pollution control equipment, adding building enclosure provisions to limit fugitive emissions, and 
updating housekeeping, source testing, and monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting 
requirements. Of the 54 facilities in South Coast AQMD’s jurisdiction that are subject to PAR 
1407, all 54 facilities would be required to conduct housekeeping, four facilities would need to 
install emission control devices (e.g., baghouses), four facilities would need to construct building 
enclosures, 19 facilities would need to make minor improvements, 19 facilities would be required 
to conduct periodic smoke tests, eight facilities would need to install emission control device 
monitoring equipment, and 13 facilities would be required to conduct periodic source testing. 
 
IX. a)  Less than Significant Impact. PAR 1407 would require facilities to make building 
improvements to comply with enclosure requirements and emission control device requirements, 
assumed to be baghouses, if needed. Neither enclosures nor baghouses will not generate 
wastewater during their operation. Thus PAR 1407 would not be expected to generate wastewater 
from operating emission control devices or enclosures.  
 
However, PAR 1407 contains housekeeping requirements that require all affected facilities to 
conduct cleaning of floors within 20 feet of a work station or entrance or exit point of a storage 
area or building enclosure where metal grinding or cutting operations without the use of a working 
fluid is conducted, and within 10 feet of transfer points of an emission control device dedicated to 
the metal grinding or metal cutting operations without the use of a metal working fluid. PAR 1407 
also will require weekly cleaning for all areas where furnace and casting operations occur and 
waste generated from housekeeping activities are stored, disposed of, recovered, or recycled. All 
facilities would be required to conduct quarterly cleaning of collection vents, ducting, and 
openings of each metal melting operation emission control device. Approved methods for cleaning 
include high efficiency particulate arrestor (HEPA) vacuum, wet wash, wet mop, damp cloth, and 
low pressure spray which may result in increased water usage and wastewater generation that may 
require treatment or cleaning prior to disposal.  
 
Any facility that conducts wet cleaning, but that does not currently have a wastewater treatment 
system or a wastewater discharge permit, the dirty water resulting from wet cleaning would need 
to be collected, stored and disposed of as hazardous materials and these facilities would be required 
to comply with applicable hazardous waste disposal regulations. Thus, the collected dirty water at 
these facilities would not be allowed to be discharged as wastewater. Any facility that conducts 
wet cleaning and has a wastewater discharge permit would be expected to comply with the 
permitted effluent discharge concentration and flow limits which means the wastewater generated 
from wet cleaning would likely need to be treated prior to discharge. For these reasons, 
implementing PAR 1407 would not be expected to violate any water quality standards, waste 
discharge requirements, exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional 
Water Quality Control Board, or otherwise substantially degrade water quality.  
 
IX. b) & e) No Impact. As previously explained in Section IX. a), water is not needed to operate 
the building enclosures or operate emission control devices. However, PAR 1407 allows for wet 
cleaning to be conducted using water as an option for complying with the housekeeping 
requirements. The additional water for conducting wet cleaning, is expected to be supplied by each 
facility’s current water supplier. The quality of water that would likely be supplied at each affected 
facility would be potable water since potable water is currently supplied at all of the affected 
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facilities in order to provide drinking water for employees, water for sinks and toilets, and water 
for any landscaping, if applicable. Should any facility have a groundwater well onsite with 
groundwater pumping rights, the facility would likely not use groundwater for wet cleaning 
purposes, because groundwater contains sand and other particles or debris which is not suitable 
for wet cleaning. Therefore, implementing PAR 1407 would not be expected to cause facilities to 
utilize groundwater for conducting wet cleaning, substantially deplete groundwater supplies, or 
interfere substantially with groundwater recharge. Additionally, the implementation of PAR 1407 
will not result in any changes to the release of pollutants into ground or surface water, nor will it 
affect the ground or surface water located in the vicinity of the affected facilities in any way. For 
these reasons, PAR 1407 will not conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality 
control plan or sustainable groundwater management plan. 
 
IX. c)  No Impact. Implementation of PAR 1407 would not be expected to substantially alter the 
existing drainage pattern of the site or area beyond what currently exists at existing facilities. No 
streams or rivers are expected to run through existing facilities, because these facilities operate in 
urban industrial areas. Thus, PAR 1407 would not cause an alteration of the course of a stream or 
river. Building improvements to construct building enclosure or install emission control devices 
may require some minor earthwork to prepare affected areas at the affected facility. Any 
construction activities, however, would not be expected to permanently create unpaved areas that 
would be vulnerable to surface runoff in a manner that would result in substantial erosion or 
siltation on- or off-site or flooding on- or off-site. In addition, PAR 1407 would not create new or 
contribute to existing runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned storm 
water drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff, because PAR 
1407 does not contain any requirements that would change existing drainage patterns or the 
procedures for how surface runoff is handled. 
 
IX. d)  No Impact. As previously explained in Section IV – Biological Resources, PAR 1407 
would not require new development to occur in undeveloped areas. Construction at affected 
facilities would be short-term and take place within existing facility settings. Therefore, PAR 1407 
would not be expected to expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death 
involving flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam, or inundation by seiche, tsunami, or 
mudflow because any flood event of this nature would be part of the existing setting or topography 
that is present for reasons unrelated to PAR 1407. Similarly, there is no risk of release of pollutants 
due to inundation as a result of PAR 1407. 
 
IX. f), g), & h)  Less than Significant Impact. Affected facilities would be required to conduct 
housekeeping, such as weekly wet cleaning of floors, ducting, vents, and emission control device 
openings, as outlined in PAR 1407. The analysis assumes that a basic 35-quart capacity (~nine 
gallons) commercial mop bucket would be used for wet cleaning. If on a peak day, all 54 facilities 
decided to conduct wet cleaning, a total of 486 additional gallons of water would be used and result 
in the same amount of wastewater. This is below the significance threshold of 262,820 gallons per 
day of potable water and 5,000,000 gallons per day of total water. 
 
However, wet cleaning is not the only option. PAR 1407 also would allow dry HEPA vacuuming 
to occur. Because each facility will have the option to choose wet or dry cleaning to satisfy the 
housekeeping requirements, the decision to conduct wet cleaning will largely depend on what 
equipment is available. Also, based on the facility owner/operator, in past rules, indicating 
preferences to use dry HEPA vacuuming, the estimated use of water and the corresponding 
generation of wastewater on a peak day may be less than estimated. Because the water demand 
PAR 1407 2-49 June 2019 



Draft Environmental Assessment  Chapter 2 – Environmental Checklist 
 
and wastewater generation is minor when compared to the significance thresholds for water usage, 
and expected to be well within the facilities supporting infrastructure to handle these quantities of 
water and wastewater, PAR 1407 would not be expected to require the construction or relocation 
of new water or wastewater treatment facilities or new storm water drainage facilities, or cause the 
expansion of existing facilities. Similarly, because existing water supplies will be sufficient to 
support the implementation of housekeeping activities, the availability of sufficient water supplies 
to serve the project and reasonably foreseeable future development during normal, dry and 
multiple dry years is not expected to be significantly impacted by PAR 1407. Further, because wet 
cleaning will not result in substantial wastewater generation, PAR 1407 will not result in a 
determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves the affected facilities that it has 
adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand in addition to the provider’s existing 
commitments. 
 
Conclusion 
Based upon these considerations, significant adverse hydrology and water quality impacts are not 
expected from implementing PAR 1407. Since no significant hydrology and water quality impacts 
were identified, no mitigation measures are necessary or required. 
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 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

X. LAND USE AND PLANNING. 
Would the project: 

    

a) Physically divide an established 
community?  

    

b) Conflict with any applicable land use 
plan, policy, or regulation of an agency 
with jurisdiction over the project 
(including, but not limited to the 
general plan, specific plan, local 
coastal program or zoning ordinance) 
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or 
mitigating an environmental effect?  

    

Significance Criteria 
Land use and planning impacts will be considered significant if the project conflicts with the 
land use and zoning designations established by local jurisdictions.  

Discussion 
PAR 1407 will reduce emissions of arsenic, cadmium and nickel from non-chromium metal 
melting operations by revising emission standards, establishing monitoring provisions for air 
pollution control equipment, adding building enclosure provisions to limit fugitive emissions, and 
updating housekeeping, source testing, and monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting 
requirements. Of the 54 facilities in South Coast AQMD’s jurisdiction that are subject to PAR 
1407, all 54 facilities would be required to conduct housekeeping, four facilities would need to 
install emission control devices (e.g., baghouses), four facilities would need to construct building 
enclosures, 19 facilities would need to make minor improvements, 19 facilities would be required 
to conduct periodic smoke tests, eight facilities would need to install emission control device 
monitoring equipment, and 13 facilities would be required to conduct periodic source testing. 
 
X. a) & b)  No Impact. PAR 1407 does not require the construction of new facilities and the 
physical effects that will result from PAR 1407 will occur at existing facilities located industrial 
areas and would not be expected to go beyond existing boundaries. For this reason, implementation 
of PAR 1407 is not expected to physically divide an established community. Therefore, no impacts 
are anticipated.  
 
Further, land use and other planning considerations are determined by local governments and PAR 
1407 does not alter any land use or planning requirements. Compliance with PAR 1407 would take 
place within existing facilities. Thus, it would not be expected to affect or conflict with any 
applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the project 
(including, but not limited to the general plan, specific plan, local coastal program or zoning 
ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect.  
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Conclusion 
Based upon these considerations, significant adverse land use and planning impacts are not 
expected from implementing PAR 1407. Since no significant land use and planning impacts were 
identified, no mitigation measures are necessary or required.  
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 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

XI. MINERAL RESOURCES. Would 
the project: 

    

     
a) Result in the loss of availability of a 

known mineral resource that would be 
of value to the region and the residents 
of the state?  

    

b) Result in the loss of availability of a 
locally-important mineral resource 
recovery site delineated on a local 
general plan, specific plan or other land 
use plan?  

    

Significance Criteria 
Project-related impacts on mineral resources will be considered significant if any of the 
following conditions are met: 
 

- The project would result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would 
be of value to the region and the residents of the state. 

- The proposed project results in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral 
resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use 
plan. 

Discussion 
PAR 1407 will reduce emissions of arsenic, cadmium and nickel from non-chromium metal 
melting operations by revising emission standards, establishing monitoring provisions for air 
pollution control equipment, adding building enclosure provisions to limit fugitive emissions, and 
updating housekeeping, source testing, and monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting 
requirements. Of the 54 facilities in South Coast AQMD’s jurisdiction that are subject to PAR 
1407, all 54 facilities would be required to conduct housekeeping, four facilities would need to 
install emission control devices (e.g., baghouses), four facilities would need to construct building 
enclosures, 19 facilities would need to make minor improvements, 19 facilities would be required 
to conduct periodic smoke tests, eight facilities would need to install emission control device 
monitoring equipment, and 13 facilities would be required to conduct periodic source testing. 
 
XI. a) & b)  No Impact. There are no provisions in PAR 1407 that would result in the loss of 
availability of a known mineral resource of value to the region and the residents of the state, or of 
a locally-important mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plant 
or other land use plant. Some examples of mineral resources are gravel, asphalt, bauxite, and 
gypsum, which are commonly used for construction activities or industrial processes. The 
proposed project would require building modifications to comply with enclosure requirements and 
the installation of emission control devices, implementation of housekeeping and maintenance 
activity requirements, source testing and smoke testing, all of which would have no effects on the 
use of minerals, such as those described above. Therefore, no new demand on mineral resources 

PAR 1407 2-53 June 2019 



Draft Environmental Assessment  Chapter 2 – Environmental Checklist 
 
is expected to occur and significant adverse mineral resources impacts from implementing PAR 
1407 are not anticipated.  
 
Conclusion 
Based upon these considerations, significant adverse mineral resource impacts are not expected 
from implementing PAR 1407. Since no significant mineral resource impacts were identified, no 
mitigation measures are necessary or required. 
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 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 
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XII. NOISE. Would the project result in:     
a) Generation of a substantial temporary 

or permanent increase in ambient noise 
levels in the vicinity of the project in 
excess of standards established in the 
local general plan or noise ordinance, or 
applicable standards of other agencies? 

    

b) Generation of excessive groundborne 
vibration or groundborne noise levels?  

    

c) For a project located within the vicinity 
of a private airstrip or an airport land 
use plan or, where such a plan has not 
been adopted, within two miles of a 
public airport or public use airport, 
would the project expose people 
residing or working in the project area 
to excessive noise levels? 

    

Significance Criteria 
Noise impact will be considered significant if:  

- Construction noise levels exceed the local noise ordinances or, if the noise threshold is 
currently exceeded, project noise sources increase ambient noise levels by more than three 
decibels (dBA) at the site boundary. Construction noise levels will be considered 
significant if they exceed federal Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) 
noise standards for workers. 

- The proposed project operational noise levels exceed any of the local noise ordinances at 
the site boundary or, if the noise threshold is currently exceeded, project noise sources 
increase ambient noise levels by more than three dBA at the site boundary. 

Discussion 
PAR 1407 will reduce emissions of arsenic, cadmium and nickel from non-chromium metal 
melting operations by revising emission standards, establishing monitoring provisions for air 
pollution control equipment, adding building enclosure provisions to limit fugitive emissions, and 
updating housekeeping, source testing, and monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting 
requirements. Of the 54 facilities in South Coast AQMD’s jurisdiction that are subject to PAR 
1407, all 54 facilities would be required to conduct housekeeping, four facilities would need to 
install emission control devices (e.g., baghouses), four facilities would need to construct building 
enclosures, 19 facilities would need to make minor improvements, 19 facilities would be required 
to conduct periodic smoke tests, eight facilities would need to install emission control device 
monitoring equipment, and 13 facilities would be required to conduct periodic source testing. 
 
XII. a) & b)  Less than Significant Impact. The facilities affected by PAR 1407 are located in 
urbanized industrial areas. The existing noise environment at each of the facilities is typically 
dominated by noise from existing equipment on-site, vehicular traffic around the facilities, and 
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trucks entering and existing facility premises. Large, potentially noise-intensive construction 
equipment would be needed temporarily to modify existing enclosures or install emission control 
devices as part of implementing PAR 1407. Operation of the construction equipment would be 
expected to comply with all existing noise control laws and ordinances. Since the facilities are 
located in industrial areas, which have a higher background noise level when compared to other 
areas, the noise generated during construction will likely be indistinguishable from the background 
noise levels at the property line. In addition, once building enclosure construction is  completed at 
the affected facilities, the overall noise profile would be expected to lessen when compared to 
baseline noise levels from day-to-day operations at these facilities because the noise generating 
activities will occur inside existing buildings. Further, Occupational Safety and Health 
Administration (OSHA) and California-OSHA have established noise standards to protect worker 
health both indoors and outdoors. Furthermore, compliance with local noise ordinances typically 
limit the hours of construction to reduce the temporary noise impacts from construction to sensitive 
and offsite receptors. These potential noise increases would only be temporary until construction 
is completed and would be expected to be within the allowable noise levels established by the local 
noise ordinances for industrial areas; thus, impacts are expected to be less than significant.  
 
XII. c)  No Impact. As stated in Section VIII e), four of the 54 facilities identified in Appendix C 
are located within two miles of an airport. The existing noise environment at each of these facilities 
is dominated by noise from existing equipment on-site, vehicular traffic around the facilities, and 
trucks entering and exiting facility premises. Thus, any new noise impacts would from construction 
activities to construct building enclosures, install emission control device monitoring equipment 
would be temporary and likely to generate noise that is indistinguishable from the background 
levels at the property line. Further, none of the four facilities within two miles of an airport are 
expected to install new emission control devices, because they qualify for exemptions from the 
emission control device requirements. Thus, PAR 1407 is not expected to expose persons residing 
or working within two miles of a public airport or private airstrip to excessive noise levels.  
 

Conclusion 
Based upon these considerations, significant adverse noise impacts are not expected from the 
implementing PAR 1407. Since no significant noise impacts were identified, no mitigation 
measures are necessary or required. 
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XIII. POPULATION AND HOUSING. 
Would the project: 

    

a) Induce substantial growth in an area 
either directly (for example, by 
proposing new homes and businesses) 
or indirectly (e.g., through extension of 
roads or other infrastructure)?  

    

b) Displace substantial numbers of people 
or existing housing, necessitating the 
construction of replacement housing 
elsewhere?  

    

Significance Criteria 
Impacts of the proposed project on population and housing will be considered significant if the 
following criteria are exceeded:  

- The demand for temporary or permanent housing exceeds the existing supply. 
- The proposed project produces additional population, housing or employment inconsistent 

with adopted plans either in terms of overall amount or location. 

Discussion 
PAR 1407 will reduce emissions of arsenic, cadmium and nickel from non-chromium metal 
melting operations by revising emission standards, establishing monitoring provisions for air 
pollution control equipment, adding building enclosure provisions to limit fugitive emissions, and 
updating housekeeping, source testing, and monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting 
requirements. Of the 54 facilities in South Coast AQMD’s jurisdiction that are subject to PAR 
1407, all 54 facilities would be required to conduct housekeeping, four facilities would need to 
install emission control devices (e.g., baghouses), four facilities would need to construct building 
enclosures, 19 facilities would need to make minor improvements, 19 facilities would be required 
to conduct periodic smoke tests, eight facilities would need to install emission control device 
monitoring equipment, and 13 facilities would be required to conduct periodic source testing. 
 
XIII. a)  No Impact. The construction activities associated with PAR 1407 are not expected to 
involve the relocation of individuals, require new housing or commercial facilities, or change the 
distribution of the population. Only a handful workers per facility may be needed to perform 
construction activities to comply with PAR 1407 and these workers can be supplied from the 
existing labor pool in the local Southern California area. Housekeeping and maintenance activities 
resulting from PAR 1407 would also not be expected to result in the need for a substantial number 
of additional employees because facilities have existing personnel who perform similar day-to-day 
operations. It is possible that new employees may be needed to operate new emission control 
devices that are expected to be installed at four facilities. In the event that new employees are 
hired, it is expected that the number of new employees hired at any one facility would be relatively 
small, perhaps no more than one per facility. Regardless of implementing PAR 1407, human 
population within the jurisdiction of the South Coast AQMD. As such, PAR 1407 is not anticipated 
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to not result in changes in population densities, population distribution, or induce significant 
growth in population.  
 
XIII. b)  No Impact. PAR 1407 would result in construction activities that are expected to occur 
within the confines of existing facilities. Additional housekeeping and maintenance requirements 
would not be expected to substantially alter existing operations at non-chromium metal melting 
facilities. Consequently, PAR 1407 is not expected to result in the creation of any industry that 
would affect population growth, directly or indirectly induce the construction of single- or 
multiple-family units, or require the displacement of persons or housing elsewhere within the 
South Coast AQMD’s jurisdiction.  

Conclusion 
Based upon these considerations, significant adverse population and housing impacts are not 
expected from implementing PAR 1407. Since no significant population and housing impacts were 
identified, no mitigation measures are necessary or required. 
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XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES. Would the 
project result in substantial adverse 
physical impacts associated with the 
provision of new or physically altered 
governmental facilities, need for new 
or physically altered governmental 
facilities, the construction of which 
could cause significant environmental 
impacts, in order to maintain 
acceptable service ratios, response 
times or other performance objectives 
for any of the following public 
services: 

    

 a) Fire protection?     
 b) Police protection?     
 c) Schools?     
 d) Parks?     
 e) Other public facilities?     

Significance Criteria 
Impacts on public services will be considered significant if the project results in substantial adverse 
physical impacts associated with the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, 
or the need for new or physically altered government facilities, the construction of which could 
cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response 
time or other performance objectives. 
 
Discussion 
PAR 1407 will reduce emissions of arsenic, cadmium and nickel from non-chromium metal 
melting operations by revising emission standards, establishing monitoring provisions for air 
pollution control equipment, adding building enclosure provisions to limit fugitive emissions, and 
updating housekeeping, source testing, and monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting 
requirements. Of the 54 facilities in South Coast AQMD’s jurisdiction that are subject to PAR 
1407, all 54 facilities would be required to conduct housekeeping, four facilities would need to 
install emission control devices (e.g., baghouses), four facilities would need to construct building 
enclosures, 19 facilities would need to make minor improvements, 19 facilities would be required 
to conduct periodic smoke tests, eight facilities would need to install emission control device 
monitoring equipment, and 13 facilities would be required to conduct periodic source testing. 
 
XIV. a) & b)  Less Than Significant Impact. Implementation of PAR 1407 is expected to require 
minor modifications to building enclosures at 19 existing facilities, construction of two walls to 
complete building enclosures at four facilities, and the installation of emission control devices at 
four facilities, all while continuing current operations at the affected facilities. In order to construct 
the building enclosures, each facility may be required to obtain a building permit from the local 
city or county with jurisdiction over the construction. As each step in the construction process 
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progresses, a building inspector will periodically check in with each facility to verify that 
construction conforms to the specifications in the building permit. Because applications for 
building permits typically undergo a thorough “plan check” process before a permit to build is 
issued, new safety hazards are not expected to occur during construction. Further, PAR 1407 does 
not require the use or handling of hazardous materials, so no special circumstances with handling 
sensitive materials during construction would be expected. For these reasons, implementation of 
PAR 1407 is not expected to substantially alter or increase the need or demand for additional public 
services (e.g., fire and police departments and related emergency services, etc.) above current 
levels, so no significant impact to these existing services is anticipated.  
 
XIV. c), d), & e)  No Impact. As explained in Section XIII. a), 1407 is not anticipated to generate 
any significant effects, either direct or indirect, on the population or population distribution within 
South Coast AQMD’s jurisdiction as no additional workers are anticipated to be required to 
comply with PAR 1407. Because PAR 1407 is not expected to induce substantial population 
growth in any way, and because the local labor pool (e.g., workforce) would remain the same since 
PAR 1407 would not trigger changes to current usage practices, no additional schools would need 
to be constructed as a result of implementing PAR 1407. Any construction activities would be 
temporary. Although four additional emission control devices are expected to be installed as a 
result of implementing PAR 1407, and trained personnel may be needed in order to maintain the 
new emission control devices at existing facilities, an increase in the labor force of one job per 
affected facility is assumed in this analysis. Therefore, since no substantial increase in local 
population would be anticipated as a result of implementing PAR 1407, there would be no 
corresponding impacts to local schools or parks and there would be no corresponding need for new 
or physically altered public facilities in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times, 
or other performance objectives. Therefore, no impacts would be expected to schools, parks or 
other public facilities. 
 
Conclusion 
Based upon these considerations, significant adverse public services impacts are not expected from 
implementing PAR 1407. Since no significant public services impacts were identified, no 
mitigation measures are necessary or required. 
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XV. RECREATION.     
a) Would the project increase the use of 

existing neighborhood and regional 
parks or other recreational facilities 
such that substantial physical 
deterioration of the facility would 
occur or be accelerated? 

    

b) Does the project include recreational 
facilities or require the construction or 
expansion of recreational facilities that 
might have an adverse physical effect 
on the environment or recreational 
services? 

    

Significance Criteria 
Impacts to recreation will be considered significant if:  

- The project results in an increased demand for neighborhood or regional parks or other 
recreational facilities. 

- The project adversely affects existing recreational opportunities. 

Discussion 
PAR 1407 will reduce emissions of arsenic, cadmium and nickel from non-chromium metal 
melting operations by revising emission standards, establishing monitoring provisions for air 
pollution control equipment, adding building enclosure provisions to limit fugitive emissions, and 
updating housekeeping, source testing, and monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting 
requirements. Of the 54 facilities in South Coast AQMD’s jurisdiction that are subject to PAR 
1407, all 54 facilities would be required to conduct housekeeping, four facilities would need to 
install emission control devices (e.g., baghouses), four facilities would need to construct building 
enclosures, 19 facilities would need to make minor improvements, 19 facilities would be required 
to conduct periodic smoke tests, eight facilities would need to install emission control device 
monitoring equipment, and 13 facilities would be required to conduct periodic source testing. 
 
XV. a) & b) No Impact. As previously explained in Section XIII – Population and Housing, PAR 
1407 is not expected to affect population growth or distribution within the South Coast AQMD’s 
jurisdiction because workers needed to conduct construction activities to comply with PAR 1407 
can be supplied by the existing labor pool in the local Southern California area and, at most, one 
employee may be needed to operate and maintain emission control devices at four facilities. As 
such, PAR 1407 is not anticipated to generate any significant adverse effects, either indirectly or 
directly on population growth within the South Coast AQMD’s jurisdiction or population 
distribution, thus no additional demand for recreational facilities would be expected. No further 
requirements in PAR 1407 would be expected to affect recreation in any way. Therefore, PAR 
1407 would not increase the demand for or use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or 
other recreational facilities or require the construction of new or expansion of existing recreational 
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facilities that might have an adverse physical effect on the environment because it would not 
directly or indirectly increase or redistribute population. 
 
Conclusion 
Based upon these considerations, significant adverse recreation impacts are not expected from 
implementing PAR 1407. Since no significant recreation impacts were identified, no mitigation 
measures are necessary or required. 
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XVI. SOLID AND HAZARDOUS 
WASTE. Would the project: 

    

a) Be served by a landfill with sufficient 
permitted capacity to accommodate the 
project’s solid waste disposal needs? 

    

b) Comply with federal, state, and local 
statutes and regulations related to solid 
and hazardous waste? 

    

Significance Criteria 
The proposed project impacts on solid and hazardous waste will be considered significant if the 
following occurs:  

- The generation and disposal of hazardous and non-hazardous waste exceeds the capacity 
of designated landfills. 

Discussion 
PAR 1407 will reduce emissions of arsenic, cadmium and nickel from non-chromium metal 
melting operations by revising emission standards, establishing monitoring provisions for air 
pollution control equipment, adding building enclosure provisions to limit fugitive emissions, and 
updating housekeeping, source testing, and monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting 
requirements. Of the 54 facilities in South Coast AQMD’s jurisdiction that are subject to PAR 
1407, all 54 facilities would be required to conduct housekeeping, four facilities would need to 
install emission control devices (e.g., baghouses), four facilities would need to construct building 
enclosures, 19 facilities would need to make minor improvements, 19 facilities would be required 
to conduct periodic smoke tests, eight facilities would need to install emission control device 
monitoring equipment, and 13 facilities would be required to conduct periodic source testing. 
 
XVI. a) Less Than Significant Impact. PAR 1407 will cause construction activities to occur at 
affected facilities, and these activities may result in the generation of some solid construction waste 
that may need to be disposed of in a landfill. However, because PAR 1407 does not specifically 
require demolition to occur, beyond the requirement for facilities to remove weather caps from 
rooftop ventilation points, no significant amount of construction waste is expected to be generated. 
Additionally, the operation of baghouses will result in the generation of hazardous waste collected 
by the emission control device. Facility operators will remove the baghouse waste and store it in 
50-gallon drums, and send the waste to a certified hazardous waste landfill or recycling center for 
proper disposal or recycling. Each baghouse is expected to be emptied once every three months, 
producing one drum (0.25 cubic yard) of waste per baghouse. Total waste generation from 14 
baghouses installed at four facilities is estimated not to exceed 3.5 cubic yards every three months. 
For comparison, the smallest available commercial dumpster has a capacity of three cubic yards. 
Similar dumpsters are regularly filled and emptied weekly by small businesses, while it would take 
nearly three months for all 14 baghouses at the four affected facilities to produce one full dumpster 
load of waste. Thus, solid and hazardous waste generation is not expected to significantly impact 
existing permitted landfill capacity, and all affected facilities will be able to be served by a landfill 
with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate to project’s solid disposal needs.  
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XVI. b)  No Impact. It is assumed that facility operators at the facilities currently comply with all 
applicable local, state, or federal waste disposal regulations, and PAR 1407 does not contain any 
provisions that would weaken current practices. While PAR 1407 would require dust emitting 
metal waste to be transported in sealed containers, this requirement strengthens waste handling 
practices, and reduces risk of exposure to hazardous waste during its transport. Thus, 
implementation of PAR 1407 is not expected to interfere with any affected facility’s ability to 
comply with applicable local, state, or federal waste disposal regulations in a manner that would 
cause a significant adverse solid and hazardous waste impact. 
 
Conclusion 
Based upon these considerations, significant adverse solid and hazardous waste impacts are not 
expected from implementing PAR 1407. Since no significant solid and hazardous waste impacts 
were identified, no mitigation measures are necessary or required. 
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XVII. TRANSPORTATION. 
  Would the project: 

    

a) Conflict with a program plan, 
ordinance or policy addressing the 
circulation system, including transit, 
roadway, bicycle and pedestrian 
facilities? 

    

b) Conflict with or be inconsistent with 
CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3(b)?   

    

c) Substantially increase hazards due to a 
geometric design feature (e.g., sharp 
curves or dangerous intersections) or 
incompatible uses (e.g., farm 
equipment)? 

    

d) Result in inadequate emergency 
access? 

    

Significance Criteria 
Impacts on transportation and traffic will be considered significant if any of the following criteria 
apply:  
- Peak period levels on major arterials are disrupted to a point where level of service (LOS) is 

reduced to D, E or F for more than one month. 
- An intersection’s volume to capacity ratio increase by 0.02 (two percent) or more when the 

LOS is already D, E or F. 
- A major roadway is closed to all through traffic, and no alternate route is available. 
- The project conflicts with applicable policies, plans or programs establishing measures of 

effectiveness, thereby decreasing the performance or safety of any mode of transportation. 
- There is an increase in traffic that is substantial in relation to the existing traffic load and 

capacity of the street system. 
- The demand for parking facilities is substantially increased. 
- Water borne, rail car or air traffic is substantially altered. 
- Traffic hazards to motor vehicles, bicyclists or pedestrians are substantially increased. 
- The need for more than 350 employees. 
- An increase in heavy-duty transport truck traffic to and/or from the facility by more than 350 

truck round trips per day. 
- Increase customer traffic by more than 700 visits per day. 

  

PAR 1407 2-65 June 2019 



Draft Environmental Assessment  Chapter 2 – Environmental Checklist 
 
Discussion 
PAR 1407 will reduce emissions of arsenic, cadmium and nickel from non-chromium metal 
melting operations by revising emission standards, establishing monitoring provisions for air 
pollution control equipment, adding building enclosure provisions to limit fugitive emissions, and 
updating housekeeping, source testing, and monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting 
requirements. Of the 54 facilities in South Coast AQMD’s jurisdiction that are subject to PAR 
1407, all 54 facilities would be required to conduct housekeeping, four facilities would need to 
install emission control devices (e.g., baghouses), four facilities would need to construct building 
enclosures, 19 facilities would need to make minor improvements, 19 facilities would be required 
to conduct periodic smoke tests, eight facilities would need to install emission control device 
monitoring equipment, and 13 facilities would be required to conduct periodic source testing. 
 
XVII. a) & b)  Less than Significant Impact. As previously discussed in Section III – Air Quality 
and Greenhouse Gas Emissions, compliance with PAR 1407 would require construction activities 
to construct building enclosures, improve building enclosures, and install baghouses and emission 
control device monitoring equipment. In addition, emissions will occur from vehicles dispatched 
to facilities for the purpose of conducting source tests and smoke tests, as well as delivering 
supplies and disposing of waste. Table 2-11 presents the vehicle trips that may occur on a peak 
day of construction and operational overlap. 
 

Table 2-11 
Peak Day Vehicle Trips 

Activity Vehicle Trips 
2 Smoke Tests 2 Passenger Autos 

2 Source Tests 2 Passenger Autos 
2 Support Trucks 

1 Haul Trip 1 Haul Truck 
4 Minor Enclosure 

Improvements 
4 Delivery Trucks 
8 Passenger Autos 

4 Emission Control Device 
Monitoring Equipment 

Installations 

4 Delivery Trucks 
8 Passenger Autos 

4 Building Enclosures (2 walls) 

12 Passenger Autos 
4 Delivery Trips 

4 Cranes 
4 Forklifts 

4 Baghouse Installations 

20 Passenger Autos 
4 Delivery Trucks 

4 Forklifts 
4 Aerial Lifts 

Total 87 Vehicle Trips 
 
52 passenger vehicles, 18 medium-duty trucks, one heavy-duty haul truck, four cranes, four aerial 
lifts, and eight forklifts would be used on a peak day, for a total of 87 additional vehicle trips, 
which is below the significance threshold of 350 round trips. Further, forklifts, aerial lifts, and 
cranes are expected to remain on the job site, and not contribute to on-road traffic.  
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In accordance with the promulgation of SB 743 which requires analyses of transportation impacts 
in CEQA documents to consider a project’s vehicle miles traveled (VMT) in lieu of applying a 
LOS metric when determining significance for transportation impacts, CEQA Guidelines Section 
15064.3(b)(4) gives a lead agency to use discretion to choose the most appropriate methodology 
to evaluate a project’s VMT, allowing the metric to be expressed as a change in absolute terms, 
per capita, per household, or in any other measure.  
 
Nonetheless, the CalEEMod modeling of the impacts from PAR 1407 was able to quantify the 
VMT from the project. The total VMT quantified represents a worst-case year of construction and 
operation. During the first year when all source tests and smoke tests will be completed and 
construction impacts will occur, these activities are estimated to result in 16,055 total VMT. South 
Coast AQMD has not established a significance threshold for evaluating VMT as of the writing of 
this Draft EA because the requirement to apply a VMT metric to determine significant 
transportation impacts does not go into effect until July 1, 2020. As such, a VMT-based 
significance determination is not currently a required component of this analysis. However, for 
perspective, an additional 16,055 VMT is equivalent to adding one or two vehicles to the road over 
the period of one year. Because the implementation of PAR 1407 will not exceed the significance 
threshold for vehicle trips on a peak day or any of the significance criteria outlined in this section, 
traffic and transportation impacts during construction and operation are not expected to cause a 
significant adverse impact. Therefore, PAR 1407 will not conflict with or be inconsistent with 
CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3(b). Further, because implementation of PAR 1407 will not 
alter any transportation plans, PAR 1407 will not conflict with a program plan, ordinance or policy 
addressing the circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities. 
 
XVII. c) & d)  No Impact. PAR 1407 does not involve or require the construction of new 
roadways, because the focus of PAR 1407 is to control arsenic, cadmium, and nickel emissions 
from non-chromium metal melting facilities. Thus, there will be no change to current public 
roadway designs including a geometric design feature that could increase traffic hazards. Further, 
PAR 1407 is not expected to substantially increase traffic hazards or create incompatible uses at 
or adjacent to the facilities. Construction-related activities are expected to be temporary and is 
expected to involve short-term construction activities such as delivery truck trips which would 
cease after construction is completed. The proposed project is not expected to alter the existing 
long-term circulation patterns within the areas of each affected facility during construction. 
Similarly, during operation, the projected increase of additional vehicle trips that may be needed 
at each affected facility would be at less than significant levels individually and cumulatively such 
that the implementation of the proposed project is not expected to require a modification to 
circulation. Thus, no long-term impacts on the traffic circulation system are expected to occur 
during construction or operation. Further, impacts to existing emergency access at the affected 
facilities would also not be affected because PAR 1407 does not contain any requirements specific 
to emergency access points and each facility would be expected to continue to maintain their 
existing emergency access. As a result, PAR 1407 is not expected to result in inadequate 
emergency access. 
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Conclusion 
Based upon these considerations, significant adverse transportation and traffic impacts are not 
expected from implementing PAR 1407. Since no significant transportation and traffic impacts 
were identified, no mitigation measures are necessary or required.  
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XVIII. WILDFIRE. If located in or near 
state responsibility areas or lands 
classified as very high fire hazard 
severity zones, would the project: 

    

a) Substantially impair an adopted 
emergency response plan or emergency 
evacuation plan? 

    

b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other 
factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and 
thereby expose project occupants to, 
pollutant concentrations from a wildfire 
or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire? 

    

c) Require the installation or maintenance 
of associated infrastructure (such as 
roads, fuel breaks, emergency water 
sources, power lines, or other utilities) 
that may exacerbate fire risk or that may 
result in temporary or ongoing impacts to 
the environment? 

    

d) Expose people or structures to significant 
risks, including downslope or 
downstream flooding or landslides, as a 
result of runoff, post-fire slope 
instability, or drainage changes? 

    

e) Expose people or structures, either 
directly or indirectly, to a significant risk 
of loss, injury or death involving 
wildfires? 

    

 

Significance Criteria 
A project’s ability to contribute to a wildfire will be considered significant if the project is 
located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity 
zones, and any of the following conditions are met: 
 

- The project would substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency 
evacuation plan. 

- The project may exacerbate wildfire risks by exposing the project’s occupants to pollutant 
concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire due to slope, 
prevailing winds, and other factors. 

- The project may exacerbate wildfire risks or may result in temporary or ongoing impacts 
to the environment because the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure 
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(such as roads, fuel breaks, emergency water sources, power lines, or other utilities) are 
required. 

- The project would expose people or structures to significant risks such as downslope or 
downstream flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or 
drainage changes. 

- The project would expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a significant 
risk of loss, injury or death involving wildfires. 

Discussion 
PAR 1407 will reduce emissions of arsenic, cadmium and nickel from non-chromium metal 
melting operations by revising emission standards, establishing monitoring provisions for air 
pollution control equipment, adding building enclosure provisions to limit fugitive emissions, and 
updating housekeeping, source testing, and monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting 
requirements. Of the 54 facilities in South Coast AQMD’s jurisdiction that are subject to PAR 
1407, all 54 facilities would be required to conduct housekeeping, four facilities would need to 
install emission control devices (e.g., baghouses), four facilities would need to construct building 
enclosures, 19 facilities would need to make minor improvements, 19 facilities would be required 
to conduct periodic smoke tests, eight facilities would need to install emission control device 
monitoring equipment, and 13 facilities would be required to conduct periodic source testing. 
 
XVIII. a), b), c), d), & e) No Impact. The implementation of PAR 1407 will not require the 
construction of any new facilities. It will not result in the construction of any occupied buildings, 
or structures beyond the current facility boundaries. Thus, PAR 1407 is not expected to 
substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan. Further, 
the existing facilities which are subject to PAR 1407 are located in industrial areas, and not near 
wildlands. In the event of a wildfire, no exacerbation of wildfire risks, and no consequential 
exposure of the project occupants to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled 
spread of a wildfire due to slope, prevailing winds, or other factors would be expected to occur. 
Similarly, the existing facilities which are subject to PAR 1407 are located in industrial areas and 
no new facilities are required to be constructed. Thus, PAR 1407 would neither expose people or 
structures to new significant risks, including downslope or downstream flooding or landslides, as 
a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes, nor would it expose people or 
structures, either directly or indirectly, to a new significant risk of loss, injury or death involving 
wildfires. Finally, because PAR 1407 does not require any construction beyond existing facility 
boundaries, the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as roads, fuel breaks, 
emergency water sources, power lines, or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk or that may 
result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment are not required. 

Conclusion 
Based upon these considerations, significant adverse wildfire risks are not expected from 
implementing PAR 1407. Since no significant wildfire risks were identified, no mitigation measures 
are necessary or required 
 
  

PAR 1407 2-70 June 2019 



Draft Environmental Assessment  Chapter 2 – Environmental Checklist 
 
 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

With 
Mitigation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

No 
Impact 

XIX. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF 
             SIGNIFICANCE.  

    

a) Does the project have the potential to 
degrade the quality of the environment, 
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish 
or wildlife species, cause a fish or 
wildlife population to drop below self-
sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate 
a plant or animal community, reduce 
the number or restrict the range of a rare 
or endangered plant or animal or 
eliminate important examples of the 
major periods of California history or 
prehistory? 

    

b) Does the project have impacts that are 
individually limited, but cumulatively 
considerable?  (“Cumulatively 
considerable” means that the 
incremental effects of a project are 
considerable when viewed in 
connection with the effects of past 
projects, the effects of other current 
projects, and the effects of probable 
future projects) 

    

c) Does the project have environmental 
effects that will cause substantial 
adverse effects on human beings, either 
directly or indirectly? 

    

Discussion 
PAR 1407 will reduce emissions of arsenic, cadmium and nickel from non-chromium metal 
melting operations by revising emission standards, establishing monitoring provisions for air 
pollution control equipment, adding building enclosure provisions to limit fugitive emissions, and 
updating housekeeping, source testing, and monitoring, recordkeeping, and reporting 
requirements. Of the 54 facilities in South Coast AQMD’s jurisdiction that are subject to PAR 
1407, all 54 facilities would be required to conduct housekeeping, four facilities would need to 
install emission control devices (e.g., baghouses), four facilities would need to construct building 
enclosures, 19 facilities would need to make minor improvements, 19 facilities would be required 
to conduct periodic smoke tests, eight facilities would need to install emission control device 
monitoring equipment, and 13 facilities would be required to conduct periodic source testing. 
 
XIX. a)  No Impact. As explained in Section IV - Biological Resources, PAR 1407 is not expected 
to significantly adversely affect plant or animal species or the habitat on which they rely because 
any construction and operational activities associated with the facilities are expected to occur 
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the heat input of the equipment, if applicable. The documentation shall be signed and dated 

by the person performing the test.  















































ROG NOx CO SO2 Fugitive 
PM10

Exhaust 
PM10

PM10 
Total

Fugitive 
PM2.5

Exhaust 
PM2.5

PM2.5 Total Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N2O CO2e

Category lb/day lb/day

Mitigated 0.0151 0.0793 0.2230 7.8000e-
004

0.0612 7.6000e-
004

0.0620 0.0164 7.1000e-
004

0.0171 79.0023 79.0023 3.8100e-
003

79.0975

Unmitigated 0.0151 0.0793 0.2230 7.8000e-
004

0.0612 7.6000e-
004

0.0620 0.0164 7.1000e-
004

0.0171 79.0023 79.0023 3.8100e-
003

79.0975

4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile

4.2 Trip Summary Information

4.3 Trip Type Information

Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated

Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT

Unrefrigerated Warehouse-No Rail 6.72 6.72 6.72 28,800 28,800

Total 6.72 6.72 6.72 28,800 28,800

Miles Trip % Trip Purpose %

Land Use H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW H-W or C-W H-S or C-C H-O or C-NW Primary Diverted Pass-by

Unrefrigerated Warehouse-No 
Rail

16.60 8.40 6.90 59.00 0.00 41.00 92 5 3

4.4 Fleet Mix

Land Use LDA LDT1 LDT2 MDV LHD1 LHD2 MHD HHD OBUS UBUS MCY SBUS MH

Unrefrigerated Warehouse-No 
Rail

0.547828 0.043645 0.199892 0.122290 0.016774 0.005862 0.020637 0.032653 0.002037 0.001944 0.004777 0.000705 0.000956

CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2016.3.2 Date: 6/18/2019 11:20 AMPage 8 of 13

1407 Enclosure Improvement 2 Walls - South Coast AQMD Air District, Summer

Draft Environmental Assessment
Appendix B-1: CalEEMod Files and Assumptions – 

Building Enclosure Construction
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